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INtRODUCTION. 

^HE mere suggestion of the ensuing Treatise wUl 
probably excite in some minds inquiries ^ucb as these—- 
** Why should any thing farther be written on the subject 
ofJBafiHsm P Why should more be attempted, where e»c- 
ty thing that can be said has been repeatedly said already ? 
Why revive a controversy whifib has been so long protract- 
ed, and to* so little purpose ?*•— The writer answers, that, 
should the charge of reviving this controversy full on him, 
he sees not at present any cause for alarm. He is not 
conscious of an undue predilection for reiigiou» contro- 
versy. He ardently desires the day, when «^ watchmen^ 
and watched " shall see ey6 to eye/- Still, when he re« 
fleets that the labours of the best of men have been ia 
fnany Instances controvefrsial, and that no Inconsiderable 
portion even of the Sacred Voltime is of the samede* 
scription; he cannot admit tliat under existing circurp'* 
stances religious co»troversy is universally to be depre' 
cated* He accedes to the sentiment of the immortal 
Bacoh, who considered it *< weak divinity, to account con* 
troversies an ill sign in the church. In ignorance and 
implied belief," says he, ^^ it is easy to agree, as colours 
agree in the dark. If any country decline into atheism* 
then controversies wax dainty $ because men do not think 
religion ttfoirtA the falling out /or.*** 

But is the present revival of this controversy properly 
chargeable to the writer ? When Mr. JunsoN wrote and 
published his Sermo^n, with the avowed design of trans- 
mitting It to America, he well knew that he was treading 
on controversial ground i and he had every reason to ex* 
pect, unless he supposed it would force universal, qonvic- 
tion, that some one in his native country would attempt a 
reply. 

Besides the usual reasons which are adduced to justify 
publications like the present, there are some which seem 
to render the ensuing discussion peculiarly necessary. 

*■ Worksy vol. iii. pw 69, in Chrifit. Obeenr. vol. x. page 100. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



The circurhstances under which the Discourse before us 
has been brought forward) will unavoidably throw it into 
the hands of nnany wboJiare never attended to the subject 
of which it treats.* Such ought to have it in their power 
to judge of the mailer fairly. They ought to be able to 
look at it on more than one side* Were no answer given 
to this Discoursey they would readily conclude that none 
could be given* These considerations, more than any 
drawn from the work itself, have appeared to demand 
that it should be examined. t 

Mr. JuosoN is a person wlioro, for several years, I have 
been accustomed to respect. It is with pain I find myself 
under obligations to controvert what he has advanced* It 
is pariicularly painful, that I am to become the instru* 
meat of communicating facts which seriously implicate 
his. moral character. Uis particular friends may r^st as« 
sured that I have bo pleasure in detraction, and that^it 
would afford me thejiighest happiness, could the niyste* 
ries of his conduct be fully developed^ and the charge 
%vbich in the ensuing pages^Ues agjainst him be fai^lxy 
removed. 

My object h^s not been rhercly to furnish a reply to Mr.. 
JuDsoN. I have designed to exhibit a summary view of 
the evidence ia favour of the Pedobaptist cause. 

My references are lo the second American edition ef 
the Discourse, published by Messrs. Lincolv & £d*^ 
MANDS, Boston. 

♦ " Th.e interest wbrch that event (referring to Mr. Jttdsow'si 
chunge of sentiments) has excited in the Christian commnnity, ^t-« 
taches cm importance to this Discourse, end cannot fail to seeure 
it a general circulation,'^'* (Review of Mr. JuDSou's Sermon \xk 
Amer. Bap. Magazine, vol. i. p«^ 21.) 

t *' I have Ihoiiglit and faid,'' says the Rev. Dr.. WoRCESTjin., 
in a letter to the author, '^ that Mr. Judson's Sermon ought to be 
answered ; not so much on account of its inlrinsiok force, as of the 
extraneous circumstances which serve to s^ve it a curroAcy and iar 
fluence, to which it is not justly entitled.'' 
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Section I. 

r TKtLmmXRY OBSERVATION*; 

In the first words of Mr; Iudso jr's pamphlet^ 
he informs us that he ** was by education and pro- 
fession a Pedobaptist ;" tliat " during his passage 
frpni America to India, in the spring, of 1812, he 
began to doubt the truth of his former senti- 
ments ;'* and that ** after his arrival in that coun- 
trjv and before he communicated the exercises of 
his mind to any of the Baptist denomination, he 
became" an established convert to the peculiaritieg 
of the Baptist faith. — ^Pedobaptists would glad- 
ly indulge the hope, that these pretensions are 
sincere — that Mr. Judsqn* was influenced in this 
matter by a sense of duty and the fear of God* 
They cannot, however, repress the opinion, after 
a deliberate investigation of coatomitant circum- 
stances, that his change is, to say the least, a very 
mysterious event. 

H is professed object, in transmitting his Dis- 
course across the ocean, was t() furnish " hi^ dis- 
tant friends in America with a naore full and sat- 



isfactory statement of the reasons of his change, 
than could be made in private communications.'^ 
But his'Pedobaptistiriends are not satisfied with 
the*se reasons. They see not how they could have 
induced his present belief,. It is admitted that he 
has advanced nothing materially new, in suppcMt . 
of the Baptist cause. The statements he has 
made have been made before. The reasonings 
he has employed have been employed before. 
And io the course of his theological education, it 
would seem he must have known this. The ar- 
guments he has now advanced and pronounced 
conclusive, he must have previously examined 
and pronounced unsound. The representations 
he has now made, with apparently the utmosst 
confidence, he must have previously considered^ 
and pronounced incorrect. 

It is sdmewhat remarkable in the case of Mr. 
JuDsoN, that he should be changed to precisely 
such a point. Having begun to waver^ why did he 
waver just so jfcir, and no farther ? Without 
communicating his "exercises to any of the 
Baptist denomination,'* why did he at length 
fasten on those very topicks^ which constitute the 
peculiarities of the Baptist faith ? At a period whea 
his own circumstanced were greatly perplexed,.. 
and when liable to imagine that some new expe- 
dient might improve them ; how came he to co« 
incide so exactly with those Missionaries among ' 
whom Providence had thrown him, who were 
now prosperously established^ and engaged in. 
their benevolent work ? 

Another remarkable circumstance respecting 
Mr. JuD son's change, is the concealment of his< 
views from his missionary brethren. He certain- 
ly could not huve renounced Pcdobaptist princi^ 
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pies without a straggle. He coald not have been 
honestly brought to decide, that those ministers * 
with whom he had ever associated were not reg- 
ular ministers of Christ ; that those churches 
with which he was connected, on which he was 
dependent, and to which he was under solemn 
obligations, .were not regularly constituted 

« churches of Christ i that his reverend father and 
most intimate Christian friends had never been 
baptized in the name of the Trinity, or rightly 
professed the Christian ^th ; yea, that he him- 
self had constantly fostered that,, which (purisued 
to what he deems its direct eonsequences) is 

. "the most pernicious practice which ever infest- 
ed and laid waste the vineyard of the Lord*'— 
he could not possibly h^ve been brought to such 
a decision^ without a deep inward conflict. How 
strange, then, that the conflict never became visi*' 
ble^ ! that it was nekher observed by, nor revealed 
to, his missionary companions I Here is a band 
of brothers, going forth with the gospel to a land 
of idcds, not only under peculiar obligations,, but, 
it should seem,, peculiarly disposed, ta maintain 
an intercourse the most frank and open ; and yet 
one of them passes through a scene of the utmost 
mental trouble ;. dissents from tht churcji 'Order 
of his ancestors, supporters, and associates ; and 
is at length on the point of a complete separation 
from them, and has never made to them the 
slightest intimations of what had passed, and 
was passing in his mind ! I* 

* In confirmation of thf* stateinent,' we refer the reader to thie re- 
port of the Prudential Gommit^pe of the A. B. C. F. M. for 1813 ; 
inserted in the PanopHst for September of the same year. It ap- 
pears from this report, that Messrs. Nbwell and Judson, with their 
wives, left this country on board the same ship, and arrived at Cal- 
cutta, June 17, If 12. Messrs. Halz., Nctt, and Rice, with th^ 
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It would be well if the mystery of this event 
were now fully disclosed, it would be well if 
th^ truth would suffer me to stop here. Gladly 
would I be released from that most unpleasant 
task which lies before me. Impelled^ Jiowever, 
by a high sense of duty and of my sacred obli- 
gations to the cause of truth, I must proceed to 
a disclosure of facts, which, for the honour of 
the Christian ministry and the Christian name, 
it is with reluctance I become the instrument of 
spreading before the world.^ ' 

It will be recollected by many, that soon after 
the intelligence of Mr. Hudson's change had , 
reached America^ it was hinted in certain circlesj 
that this had been induced by resentment. He ^ 
had received, previously to his leaving the coun- - 
try, a solemn reprimand or admonition from the 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions ; 
and the affront occasioned by it had induced him 
to desert them. Rumours like these at length 
found their way into the East, and reached the j 
.ears of Mr. Judson. In answer to them, he i 
addressed a letter to the Rev. Dr. Baldwin, 

wife of Mr. NoTT, lieft tKe country soon after, on board another 
ship, and arrived at Calcutta the eighth of August of the same year. 
Before the arrital of this latter ship, Messrsi Nbwbll and Jcdsow 
6ad been ordered away ; and Mr. Njswjbxi; with his wife had actu- 
ally sailed for the l^e of France. He left Mr. JuDsoir, say the 
Prudential Committee, " witkoxii any knowledge of hit change. ^'^-^ 
Four days after Mr. NEWBtt's departure, the other brethren ar- 
rived at Calcutta. They were there in company with Mr. Judsoit, 
nearly three weeks, whea, on the l27thof August, he left them to go 
to Serampore, for the purpose of 6€»n^ immersed. His brethren, 
even at <his last m^menty were totally " unapprized of the object of 
his visit" to Serampore, "and received their ^rst intelligence on the 
subject, two days afterwards, from Dr. Marshmajn." I ! !— — We 
cannot forbear adding a word or two more. A letter ^was written, 
about twenty days after Mr. Judson's immersion, and signed by Mr. I 
Ric£, wherein mention is made of what had happened, as a *' fry- | 
ing creni." Yet within less than four weeks of (he date of Uns let- J 
tcT, Mr, Rke had followed kim / / * Ji 
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from which the following is faithfully extracted. 
** I would simply state, that the American Board 
of Commissioners never gave me a repri- 
mand- In proof of this, / can appeal to any 
of the mem^rs. Furthermore, I never had 

THE MOST DISTANT IDEA THAT THE BoARD 
THOUGHT ME DESERVING OF A REPRIMAND. 

When I left my native land, it afiorded me much 
comfort, that J canae out under the patronage of 
$uch iwew."*— Let the pubKck compare these 
solemn and unequivocal assertions with the follow- 
ing official statement of facts, communicated in a 
letter to the author, by the Corresponding Secre- 
tary of the American Board of Commissioners for 
\ Foreign Missions. 

Salem, March 17, yWL8* 

Siv. AND DEAR SiR, 

Your letter, requesting *' an official statement 

•of facts, respecting a reprimand or admonition 

which Mr. JuDsoN received from the American 

Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions/*" 

was duly received^ and has been submitted to the 

Prudential CommitteCy for advisement. 

' It is a maxim with the Board, and with the 

' Prudential Committee, to be religiously circum- 

! spectand tender in regard to char?^cteps connected 

with^the sacred cause of Mi^ittlSi^^.a^^ to make 

jio unnecessary exposures ^f 'i^jimiadversions. 

On this maxim they have acted, and still wish- to 

act, in relation to Mr. Judson. As, however, 

he has seen ;.fttr4iMblickly to appeal to the Board, 

and ** to any member," and his appeal l\as been 

: backed by an earnest and reiterated challenge on*^ 

* Mr. JvosoN^s Letter to Dr. Baldwibt, 'datf d Rangoon, Pec 
23, 1815, inserted in th« Bap. Miss. Magazine, vol. iv. p. 54^^ / 
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the part of his friends, it seems due, in justice t{ 
the Board and to truth, that a simple and conch 
statement of facts should be es^hibited. 

In the beginning of the yeaf 1811, Mr. Ju 
SON was sent by the Prudential Committee _, 
England, for purposes distinctly spwified in hr 
instructions* In that mission,- what lie was in} 
structed not to do^- he did ^ and what he was inj 
structed to doy he neglected. On his return, ifl| 
July of the same year^ he kept himself aloof froi 
the Prudential Committee, made no regular rej 
port of his doings, and assumed the managemenj 
of matters in his own way. At the meeting 
the Board at Worcester, in the following Septein3 
ber, his answers to questions* his conversation, 
and deportment, were in the san>€ spirit and maiv 
ner w^fh had marked bis previous proceeding&| 

Great dissatisfaction was expressed by every i 
member present ; and it became a ver}'^ serious 
question whether Mr. Judson should not be dis- 
missed. After deliberation, however, it was re-^ 
solvedy that he should be in a formal and solemn 
manner admonished. The admonition* was 

ACCORDINGLY AD'lf IN ISTERED IN PRESENC^ 

OF THE Board. Mn J u d so n was much affect- 
ed—appeared to yield, to the admonition-**made 
concessions, and gave assurances— ^and was con- 
tinued under the Mlronage of tlie Board. 

Yet after all th^ind even after a passage had 
been engaged for him, witli others, to India, in 
the February following, his deportment was suchj 
that it again became a serious and most trying 



* An admonition may hav« respect either to danger or toactuai offence 

^ In the latter ca«e, which is the case here, the tcim is precisely of ihn 

■J fame import as reprimand. ^■^-In another communication from the Rev 

erend Secretary, he says, ^^ Mr, i vosoff was admonisM and reprimand 

' $d m sokjuR form^^'' 



> ' - ' 



Sestion with the PruderifialGonunittee, x;<4iethcr 
shovrld be ^permitted to go. Anditwasjiot 
Without great heaviness of he^u-t, mtoy fears, and 
particular but tender cautions, not to hii^i only, 
but to tHe o^er Missionaries respecting him, th^ 
he was finally sent out. ^ 

The sequd is publiekly known. The ultimat« 
issue is with Him, to whose sovereign wisdom, 
and power, and goodness it belongs,. to overrule 
the wayward dispositions and actions of men for 
the advanQement of his own glory and kingdom. 

Yours, Rev. and dear Sir, with very affection- 
ate respects, S. WORGESTER, 

Cor. Sec. J. B. C. F. M 
jRey. E>iocH PoNj?, 

* " Wheyt emotions,^^. «ay» tiie Baptist Reviewer of Mi*. JtDSOiv?! 
Sermon, " what leiuotions mnet he hav« felt, conscious as he was of 
Having: followed the clictates of truth, and that, if 'ever there was an 
action performed from one single motive, unblended with any minor 
considerations, his baptism was<an actipn of that description^ ! what 
emotions must he have felt to hear in that distant land, that ' the 
prevailing opinion «anong his Pedobapligt frieiids in America' was, 
^^at shortly before he mailed, he received a reprimand ^oin the 
Board, whiqh so offended him, that he resolved to b^ve nptiiing more 
to do witb them ; and in no way oould he e*<iape so honourably as 
by becoimng a Baptist !' SttfarjJTrom having.received ajeprimand, he 
declares ^ he had not the jMst distant idta that the Beard iver thought him de* 
strnng ofoMi* and we are very much mistaken, if Mr. Judsow did not 
s'tmtd high in the estimaiian of the Board,, both as a scholar and a preach- 
^, when he sailed from America,^^-: — ^Is this Reviewer mistsScen, or 
not?— —"To what motiycj then,'? he continues, "can we attrib- 
ute the circulation of such a report ? If Mr* J. Ead received a repri- 
mand, he surely must have known it. But he positively asserts that 
he did not receivjt «w ; and ' for the truth of hfe assertion, appeals to 
any member of the Board.' Is it possible to believe he would have 
made ian assertion which he knew to be false, and which he must 
have known ,' any member of the Board' could jeasily prove to be 
false ?' IT his character hiad been disgraced in the estimation of his 
friends, by any conduct Jbefore^ ©f any change of sentiment after, 
bis .d€^artur4 from America, he must certainly have known that the 
denial of a fact so notorious would only involve h5m in still greateiP 
di<:grace. We are jcompelled to belieye ihe report is unfounded. 
From whatever source it originate,d, we fear it was designed, by j^U 
.tributing his change to ftn improper moti* e, to countera<?t the ^t 
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To this official and unequivocal statement of 
fact^.what will Mr. Jvdson reply? To deny 
t% smallest particular, would be to contradict a 
body of men, which yields to none in America in 
point of respectability and worth. To quibble and 
^uivocate on the meaning of certain ^ords, would 
discover the opposite of an honest, humble spirit ; 
and, instead of exonerating him, would in the es- 
timation of the candid confirm his guilt. To 
pretend forgetfulness of the fact he has denied^, 
would present a forgetfulness perfectly unac- 
countable, and excite the suspicion of an attempt 
to impose upon the publick. In short, we see 
but one course which Mr. J. can dutifully pursue. 
He must retrace his steps. The credit of Con^ 
gregationalism does not require that he should re- 
titfn to his former sentiments; but the credit t)f 
rengion does imperiously require, that he humble 
himself, and be willing to confess the truth. 

It will perhaps be asked.--rWhat connexion has 
the preceding statement with the subject under 
consideration ? Admitting Mr. J. was repri- 
manded ; what influence could this have on his 
subsequent change ?-^W^ answer ; he evidently 
suspected, were the fact admitted, that it Would 
be supposed to have influenced his change ; or 
he never would have endeavoured to hide it, by a 
denial of the truth.-^Those who have attended 
to, and who credit, the preceding representation, 
will fear that Mr. J. possesses naturally a proud, 
unstable, aspiring temper ; and none need be in- 
formed, that mortified pride and cramped ambi- 

pression which that change was likely to make on the minds of the 
community. .Whenever we are satiiied that in this we are mistalv- 
en, we shall be ready to acknowledge it." (Amer. Bap, Magazine, 

vol. i. p, 26.) Is not tliis Reviewer mistaken again?— V\^e hope 

ihe pledged ackuowledgmffnt will not be long delayed. 
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tlon are powerful simulants of reve/ig*^*— -How- 
ever, as the publick now possess the facts, we 
. leave them to their own conclusions. Thpse 
whoknow Mr. JiTDsoK best, will doubtless de- 
<:ide with the most correctness. 

Forbearing to offer any farther remarks on W$ 

change of sentimeiits, we proceed to examine ' 

more closely the Discourse itself* The author 

acknowledges, that "for many of the testimohies 

he has inserted, he is indebted to Mr. Booth's 

Pedobaptism Examined."-^ We have doubted 

whether this acknowledgment justifies all the use 

which he has made of that . publication. Every 

a^ead^r Has a right to know how much of any 

nvork is to be accredited to its ostensible author. 

Can every reader know this of the work before 

<us? What are ^* the testimonies^^ for which he 

acknowledges himself indebted f Are they mere- 

Jy the quotations which he has transcribed ? or 

do they include that host of references which in 

«ome instances we find in the margin ? And for 

flow manyof these testimonies is he indebted to 

Pedobaptism Examined ?— In short, what part of 

the work is to be accredited to Mr. Judson, and 

fvhat to Mr. Booth? There ought to be no 

.foundation for questions like these. The very 

face of the Discourse should completely preclude 

them. There evidently is in this Sermon a 

great (not to say needless) purade of learning. 
We hope it was not Mr. Judson's design to be 
.accredited with all this learning himself; but we 
are sure a great projjortion of his readers are in 
danger of mistaking the truth. If he is a modest 
man, he will wish therefore it i^hould be stated, 
that nearly all his quotations and references, un- 
less it be those of a very modern date, are trans- 

2 
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crlbedy verbatim et Rteratitn^ from Mr. Booth 
and others ; anH that a great proportion of the 
learning displayed in the work is not originally 
his own^* • . w 

. . If we understand Mr* J. he has sonriewhat nar- 
rowed the ground of controversy respecting the 
mode of baptism. He has libnour^bly abandon- 
ed some sources of argumient, which in former 
times have been deemed essential. 

He gives up, in the outset^ the baptism ofJohn^ 
as being a Christian ordinance, rie expressly 
asserts, that our Lord " w^fiV^rfw/ the ordinance 
of baptism'' after his resurrection, and "when he 
commissioned his disciples to proselyte all na- 
tions." (P. 3.) 

He admits that " the phrase, -went into thewa^ 
ter^ does not imply in itself that the subjects 
were immersed. It is one thing," says he, ** to 
go into the water J and another thing /o be im^ 
mersed:' (P. 9.) 

He also admits, that the being " buried with 
Christ ik baptism," mentioned in the epistles to 
the Romans and Colossians, has no reference to 
water baptism. In this passage, says he, "the 
apostle is -speaking of spiritual circumcision, and 
spiritual baptism.'' (P. 28.) Hence all the re- 
generate have been " buried with Christ in bap^ 
tism," whether they have received water baptism 
in any mode, or riot. 

Whatever -the Baptist brethren in America, 
some of whom have laid very exorbitant stress 

•We had the ciirionty to spend an hour or two kb comparing Mr. 
JvDSON^s Sermon with " Pedobaptism Examined." We direotl/ 
diieoYered between sixty and seventy ^uatatwis with iktir refirencesy and 
nt^trly forty references where there were no quotations, which were 
manifestly transcribed fr©m this learned work I These quotations and 
references must have cost Mr. Booth more labour than to write a 
folio. ATI the credit he has for them, is crowded into leM than thi«« 
indefnitely wdefuivoeaUy conatmcted lines 1 1 
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\ 1 to 
on these conceded topicks, may think oK ) ^j^ 

JuDSiON, we frankly confess here is evidenc^ y > 
his candour. We sincerely hope his admirv v 
will go and do likewise. Let them leave at lengh^ 
the waters of Enon and Jordan, on the banks of 
which they have been so much accustomed to 
stand. Let them cease the very moving but un- 
meaning declamation, which they have re[>eated 
on nearly *e very baptismal ocbasion, about "fol- 
lowing their Lord and Master into the liquid 
grave.'^^ 

Before any thing be offered on cither side re- 
specting the mode of baptism, it i* impcMtant that 
the point in controversy should be precisely as- 
certained. While this remains undetermined, - 
conviction is impossible. 

The question at issue in this part of the sub- 
ject, is not whether immersion is a valid mode of: 
baptism : this we may admit. Nor is it whether 
this mode is preferable to all others ; for we arc 
willing that those who prefer immersion, even in 
our own churches, should be indulged. Nor is it 
whether immersion was frequently practised in the 
early ages of Christianity : this we have no neces- 
sity or disposition to deny. We do not say that 
neither of thes^ points is questionable ; but neithci^ "■ 

* The reviewer of Mr. Jvdsojn^s Sermon m the Baptist Magazine 
'^ considers it a great confirmation of the doctrine^^ he has espoused, 
^^ that its advocates always advance the same arguments in its sup- • 
port. There is no contradiction or collision between them. — Not sp," / 
•ajs he/* " with the advocates of Pedobaptism. They are ever at 
Tariance among themselves.^^ What one affirms, another abandons* 
— We could name a writer (o) in defence of the Baptist cause, who 
has laboured hard to prove that the baptism of John Was a Christian 
ordinance. This, Mri Jirnsow does^ not believe. We could name a' 
number of writ^^, who have nearly builded their ideas of exclusive 
immersion on the phrases, i»tnt into the ndter, buried by baptism^ &c« 
The opinion of Mr. JvDSOjf respecting these phrases has been ex- 
pressed above. — ''^ Happy is he that condemneth not himself la 
tfUkt thing which he aBow^eth.^' (Rom. xiv. S2.) 

(a) Rer. Dr. BALimriir, Editor of Bap. MagtUEwe* / 



|l them is the precise question in dispute. The 
y^oint at issue is in few words this — Is immersion 
! essential ? Mrl* J u d s o n cpntends, that the idea 
of immepsion enters into the very ^* nature of^ 
baptism / .that the terms baptism and immersion' 
are equivalent and interchangeable ^ (P. .14.) ' 
He evidently supposes immersion essential to the 
ordinance* This, thcn^ is the point to which his 
reasonings ought to tend. All he can offer, to 
show that immersion is a valid moAt ; or even 
the most proper mode 4 or that it toas frequently^ 
practised in ancient times j carries no convictioa 
to us. Let him prove, what we deny, that im-^ 
mersion is essential to baptism^ and the controvert 
sy is at an end*. 

The burden of proof, in this ease, manifestly 
Kes on him. ' His is the labouring oar. ** It is 
not necessary for us to urge one argument,'* ta 
prove the negative of the proposition in debate.. 
It is incumbent on him to prove the positive.^^ 
We are willing, however, to wave every advan- 
tage which might be derived by subjecting him ta 
such an arrangement. We wish to examine the 
subject fairly. And we shall proceed, in the en- 
suing sections, to prove that immersion is not es- 
sential to baptism^ and to obviate tt^e objections 
which Mr. Judson has been able to throw in the: 
way. 

Section IR 

IP roof that Immersion is not es^fktial to Baptism^ 

1. The ritie of immersion is not calculated for 
universal practice. It cannot be administered 
with prudence and coiivenience, if indeed it caa 
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be administered at all, in every situation, and to 
ail persons*--^Places have been discovered which 
are already inhabited, where collections of water ^ 
sufficient for this mode of baptism would nrt 
once occur, in travelling perhaps hundreds of 
miles.*— There are other places which swaroi 
with inhabitants, where, amidst mountains of ice 
and almost perpetual snow, immersions must h^ 
inconvenient, imprudent, and often impracticable. 
Yet the religion of Christ will one day penetrate 
those arid, and these frozen regions. Their mis- 
erable inhabitants will yet be baptized, in the 
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. Will 
they be immersed ? Were three thousand to 
come forward at once, in either of the situations 
to which we have alluded, (and such a scene has 
been once witnessed under the gospel dispensa- 
tion,) would they, coutd they be immersed ?-— 
The thing speaks for itself.f— — We may take 
another very common instance. Apersoaisina 

•See Campb£i.l^s Travela across the Continent of Africa,—*' 
Jei^oaie, who resided in Palestine, represents that country as ^^ yerjr 
ill supplied with water, and subject to great droughts/^ (Com. in 
Amos, cap. iv.) ^ 

t The following very pertinent and ingenious remarks are extract-^ 
ed from Dr. Austijt's rejoinder in his controversj with Mr, MsR- 
RILL. (See p, 4U)-^"ln besieged cities, where there are thou- 
sands and- hundreds of thousands of people ; in sandy deserts, like 
those of Africa, Arabia, and Palestine ; in the northern regions, 
where the streams, if tliere be any, are shut up with impenetrable 
ice; and in severe and extensive droughts, like that which took 
place in the time of Ahab; sufficiency of water for animal subsist- 
ence is scarcely to be procured. Now suppose God should, according 
to the predictions of the prophets, pour out plentiful effusioi*. of hb 
Spirit, so that all tiie inhabitants of one of these regions or cities shall 
be born in a day. Upon the Baptist hypothesis, there is an absolute 
impessibility thoy should be bora into the kingdom while there is 
this scarcity of water ; and this may last as long as tiiey live. And 
tiiese thousands and hundreds of thousands of Christians must re* 
main all tl«is while, ahd perhaps die, without having the cosao^tion 
of professmg their faith in Christy or once supping with their Di\k« 
Redeemer.^* 

2* 
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tovr and declining state of health. * Hie loves his 
Saviour^ and wishes to obey his commands. He 
wishes to be baptized In the name of the Lord . 
Jesus, and, in remembrance of him, to come to 
bis table. But to be immersed, he is sensible,, 
would be little better than self-murder. Must 
he, then, be debarred from the ordinances of 
the gospel ? On the scheme we oppose, this 
must inevitably be his^, lot.s Can this scheme^ 
then, be consistent with truth- ? Has 'the Lord 
Jesus, who designed his religion to be universalj^, 
appended to it, and made essential, a rite which is^ 
so ill fitted for universal practice ? 

2. The signification of water baptism furnisher 
a strong argument in favour of some other mode 
beside immersion. Water blaptism is unques-u 
tionably an emblem of spiritual baptism. Hence 
'the mode of water baptism may be expected to re- 
semble the mode of spiritual baptism, or the 
maYii^er in which the Holy Spirit is said to descend 
upon the heart. This is uniformly hy pouring or 
sprinkling.^ **^ I will pour out my Spirit unto you. 
I will j&ot/r my Spirit on thy seed* I will pour^ 
oiit my Spirit upon all flesh. He shall come 
down like rain on the mown grass. So shall he 
sprinkle many nations. I will sprinkle clean wa- 
ter upon you, and ye shall be clean."* — This. 
pouring out J and sprinkling of the Holy Ghost, is. 
called the baptism of the Holy Ghostf And of: 
^i^baptism of the Holy Ghost,, water baptism is^. 
the instituted emblem. How plain,, tl^en, that 
affusion and sprinkling are legitimate and proper 
modes of water baptism.. 

• Prov. i. 23 ; Is. xKv, 3'; Joel ii. 28; Pb. IxxH. 6; lu Ui* 15 jj 
i^ek. zxxii. 26. 

t Com^. A.ct9 i* 5, with ii. 16, 17 |. and.x. 45, with xi* 1£U. 
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In order to ey^de this argument, Mr. J. seems 
to suppose that none were ever baptized with the 
Holy Ghost, except on the day of Pentecost ; and 
that at this time the Spirit was so copiously pour- 
ed out, that believers were really immersed in it.* 
(P. 8.) But every real child of God has been 
baptized with the Spirit: " By one Spirit arc we 
ff^ baptized into one bodyi" (1 Con xii, \S.\ 
He must^ prove^ therefore, that every Christian 
hsi&htcti merwhelmed with Divine influences-—* 
has be^n immersed m the Spirit, as he shrewdly 
enough supposes the favoured multitude wereoa 
the day of Pentecost j or he has done not^g^ 
towards invalidating the argument he has called 
m question. 

3. " The word which denotes the ordinance of 
baptism'* docs not ** uniformly signify immer* 
sion.''~We agree with Mr. J. that the whole 
controversy respecting the mode of baptism rests. 
very materially on the meaning of this word^ 
" Had the Greek word ^wAll!^, been translated ia 
the Knglish version of the New Testament, there 
would have been no dispute among English read- 
ers concerning its import**'^^ (P.. 3.)— Why then,,* 
we ask, was it not transtoted ? On the scheme 
©f Mr. J. no answer can-be given to this inquiry,, 
which will not be a reflection on the translators.. 
Will he say they did not know the import of this 
word ? Then they were ina4e(iuate to their great 
undertaking.. Will he say that, knowing it, they 
chose not to give it ? Then they weakly shrunk 
from the duty assigned them, and are in a degree 
chargeable with alt the evil that has ensued* 

* How long Da^st the SpiHt be poured upon a person before he can^ 
^e said to be immersed in it i To be immersed in a fluid is {im<^ 
m»i^) to b^ plunged mi« it,, and not jaoi^xelj to be covered wi^A iLli 
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Why was not this^reek word translated ? VOnt 
the ground we have taken, the whcde matter is 
plain. It was because the translators knew of no 
word in the English language which precisely 
answered to it in signification. They did not 
render it immerse^ because they knew it did not 
uniformly signify immerse* And they did not 
render h^prinkle^ because they knew it did not 
uniformly signify sprinkle. They rather prefer- 
red, by transcribing the word, to leave it as they 
found it, and thus lea ve^ every one at liberty to 
practise that mode of baptism which he esteemed 
the^best. The fact, that not only the translators 
of our Bible, but translators and lexicographers 
generally, have chosen to transcribe^ rather than 
translate this wordy is proof conclusive that they 
have not considered it as uniformly implying im- 
mersion.* 

There are three sources from which light may 
be gained, in regard to the signification of dispu- 
ted terms, viz. etymology ^ authority^ and general 
use. 

It is certain, fronj the etymology of the Greek 
word pairlii^w, that it does not uniformly denote 
immicrsion. It is confessedly a derivative from, 
the word (3«ir|«. This latter does not always sig- 
nifv immerse. The learned author of Letters ad- 
dressed to Bishop Hoadi^ey in defence of Ana- 
baptist principles^ expressly concedes,, *' that 
|3«wl» signifies to sprinkley'^ and tliat it ** is not 
used in the Septuagint in any one place, where 
the very frequent ceremony of washing the whole 
body occurs.'^f-— It is evidently used in the Sep- 

* Bjewl/^w, ia the language of Icela^J), ia rendered ikin^ tti 
iktaiit. (KobiBsoQ^s Hist, of Eap., p. 17.) 

t Letters, pp. ^, 25* . 
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tuagint in a number of places, where it cannot 
denote immersion. 

Lev. xiv. 6. "As for the living bird, he 
(the priest) shall take it, and the cedar wood, and 
the scarlet, and the hyssop, and shall (l3att|/«) tinge 
them in the blood of the bird that was killed.'*^ 
Were all these articles immersed in tlie blood of 
one dead bird ? 

EzEK. xxiii. 14, 15. ** When she saw.--*-the 

images of the Chaldeans exceeding in dt/ed 

(flraf«6«7rl«) attire upon their heads,*' &c. Are 
not the ideas of dying, and of immersion^ perfectly 
distinct ? 

Dan. v. 21. " His body was wet (Hafn} 
with the dew of heaven."^ Was the body of 
Nebuchadnezzar immersed with the dew ? or 
was it not rather sprinkled with it ? 

Other Greek writers furnish us with many in* 
stances wherein fi»irlm cannot denote a total im^-w 
mersibn. . 

Home r. " The lake was tinged (iS»7flilo) with 
the purple blood. "f 

Aristophanes. " He,'t Magnes, " used the 
Lydian musick, and shaved lus face, (^a»lo/*»flr) 
smearing it with tawny washes. "J. 

Aristotle speaks of a substance, whicb 
^* being pressed (pawV) staineth the hand.''J 

Mr. Walker quotes the following sentence^ 
ffomScHREVELius' and Robin son's Lexicons* 
"He indeed {I^olt^h) baptize th the bottle, but it 
never goeth under the liquid water."!— In view of 
these examples, to which others might be added,. 

• Sec also Job ix. 31 ; Matth. xxvi. 23 ; Rev, xix. 13*. 

t In Rxi&B^s Apology, p. 118. 

\ In |j>w4Jii>s's Qandid EeasoQj»j &c. p. 84.. 
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how much weight can be attached to the unstip* 
ported assertions of Mr. J. that " immersion is as 
much the appropriate meaning Of the Greek word 
fiaiflmj as of the English word dip or immerse ;*^ 
and that " the inspired penmen have used no other 
word beside this and its derivatives to convey the 
idea of immersion^ nor have ever used this word 
in any other sens^," (P. 3.) 

Mr. J. supposes that (jSairli^M) " the word deno- 
ting baptism, is derived from the verbal of this 
primitive word (j3«wl«) by a change in the termi- 
nation which never affects the primary idea.'* 
He supposes, therefore, that j3air7ii^« as strongly 
implies immersion as /Sawlw. (Pp. 3, 4.)— We 
have proved that |3airl« does not always signify 
immerse. Hence, were we to admit the justice 
of his criticism, the conclusion would be entirely 
in our favour. It would be proved that ^ouAify^ 
tlie word denoting baptism, did not uniformly 
imply immersion. Very far, however, are we 
from admitting this. We do not believe that 
this primitive and derivative are synonymous.— 
To suppose it, as he hks done,* is to affect mate- 

* Mr. J. in a note (p. 4.) does indeed labour to establish 
a distinction between S%miljtt and fiawrti. '^ The termina- 
tion i{i»," says he, " in Greek derivatives, is precisely of 
the same import as the termination Jy^ in Elnglish deriva- 
tives ;" and " conveys the additional idea of catLsing or 
makingy Accordingly he renders " ftwrr^, to immerse ; 
fiavrl;^ immersed; ffaTri^ttj to make immersed, to im- 
merse." — But here is either na distinction, or a perfectly 
false one. If fiam^ si^ify immerse^ and 0a.m'J^» immerse^ 
then there is no distinction at all. And to suppose that 
fiamru signifies tmmem, and /?««Ti^*» rnake immersed^ is to 
set up a distinction which has no'good foundation. Let us ap- 
ply this new rendering of ^avri^Ar to two or three passages^ 
^^liVk^^^A^makeyoutoht immersed with water, but he 
^hall makt yo^n to h% immersed with the Holy Ghost audi 
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rially the first |H'inciples of language. B«irli!^« is 
not only a derivative, it is a diminutive. It con- 
veys the idea of a total immersion less strongly 
than does its primitive, |3avl«. In proof of this, 
we cite the following respectable authorities. 

>Dr. Doddridge. " In this diminutive and 
derivative form, it (j3fl6Tl/2Jw) may signify any meth^ 
od of washing.''* 

Dr. Scott. " The word j3at»Ji§w certainly is 
not synonymous to ^»iflc0 ; but being a diminutive 
from it, may, according to the analogy of the lan- 
guage, signify to plunge in, or to bedew wiih 
water, without any exact distinction.^'t 

Dr. Reed. " ExvU^m is a derivative, termina- 
ting in /^(w, and therefore, according to gramma* 
rians, a diminutiveJ^^X 

Mr. C. Buck. ^* The term ^atI/^w is only 
a derivative from J3««5i#, and consequently must 
be somewhat less in its signification.''^ 

Dr. Worcester. " BavJ/ifw is a derivative 
from j3«ir7« ; but it is a general principle or rule 
in the Greek language, that derivatives in H^m arc 
not limited to the original meaning of their primi- 
tives, but have uniformly an extended meaning.^^^ 
^ We have proved that p«ir7« does not always 
• signify immerse. We have now proved that 
^ctiflt^ia is a diminutive from it, and less strongly 
implies immersion, than does its primitive, ficnth. 

with fire. (Luke iii. 16.) <* The same is he, who 
maketh to be immersed with the Holy Ohost." (John L 
53.) *' As many of us as were made to be immersed into 
Jesus Christ, were made to be immersed into his death.** 
(Rom. vL 3.) 

* Lect. vol. ii. p. 376. t Note on Matth. iii. 5. 

t Apology, p. 127. , i Theol. Diet. vol. i. p. 61. 

g Lettefe to Bald. p. 125. See also Sweat's " Critical InveslH 
f atioa of the Mode of Baptism,^* pasiim. 
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We liave certainly proved, therefore, from the 
^ymelogy of this word, tliat it cannot uniformlj- 
denote a total immersion. 

Let us in the next place have recourse to aa- 
thority. Let the testimony of the learned be ad- 
rduced to prove, that baptism 4oes not nniformly 
imply immersion. 

Alstedws* *^The term iDaptism signifies 
both immersion ami sprinklings (aspersipnem,) 
.and of consequence ablution."* . 

Zelen us. ^* B^tisra signifies dipping, and 
^Aso sprinkling. ^^^ 

Beza. " They ate rightly baptized who are 

baptized by ^s/^mMwg'.'^t 

J. WicKLiFj-E. " It matters not whether 

persons are dipped once, or three times, or wheth- 

<€r water were poured iipon their heads. ''f 

Whitaxer. ^*The word |3«wli5» signifies 
:iiot only to dip, but also to tinge or wetJ*^^ 

Mas Tare HT. "Baptism signifies washing, 
•either by sprinkling or dipjting."t 

Leigh. "Baptism is such a kind of wash* 
ing as is by plunging ^ a^d yet it is taken more 
largely for any kind of washing, even where there 
4s no dipping at alL'^t 

Li G H TjooT. ** The application of water is 6f 
the essence of baptism ; but the application of it 
in this or that manner, speaks but a circum- 
stance. "J 

Dr. Featly^ "tHhrist no where requireth 
^dipping, but only baptizing f which word He* 
^YCHius, Stephanus, Scapula, and Bud- 
jttiEirs, those great masters of the Greek tongue, 

.♦ Encyclop. lib. xxv. sec. iii. loc. xl. 
t In Heed^s Apology, pp. 112—114. 
% Jlorae Hebraicae in Matth. iii. 



make good' by very many iastanqes out of the 
ctassick writers, importeth fto more than ablution 

pr washing*^^^ 

DoM I N I c u s . "In baptism there b something 
essential, as the washing; and something acci- 
dental, namely^ the washing in this or the other 

mannen"t 

WiTsius. " We are not to imagine that im^ 

Oiersion is so necessary to baptism, Aat it cannot 

be duly performed by pouring water all over, or 

jby aspersion.^^X 

Calvin* " Whether the person baptized be 
wholly immersed, smd whether thrice or once, 
or whether water be only poured or sprinkled 
upon him, is of no importance.''^ 

Dr. Owen* " Baptism is any kind of wash- 
ing, whether by dipping or ^prinkling.^^^ 
-, Flavel. .** The word baptise, signifying as 
well to wash as to plunge, a person may be truly 
bapti:?ed that is not plungedi^'IT 

Dictionary of the Bible. "To baptize 
is to sprinkle or wash one's body sacramen- 

tally."** 

Glas* *^ Immersion cannot be called baptism, 
any otherwise than as it is a mode of washing' 
with water.''tf 

AiNswQETH. **To baptize is to wash any 
one in the sacred baptismal font, or ^o sprinkle 
finspergerej on him the consecrated waters. "{J 

* Contra Aiiabap. in P, Ci^ARK^s Candid Reasons, &c. p. 130, 
. t Distinct, iii. Quaest. i^ art, 7. % CEcon, Foedar, vol, iii. p, 392* 
$ Institutes, vol. iii. p. 343, edit, N. Haven, 
II In Heb, ix. 10. IT Works^ vol. ii. p. 432, 

*♦ Edit. 1661, art. Bap. dell 3. See also Broww's and Qilim.%tU 
Diet, of Bil)le, in art Baptism. tt Dies, on In. Bap, p. 25. 

^ English-Latin Diet, in art. Bap. See also Col£^s Lat. Dic« 
«ad ScHR£vsui Lexicon Grasco-Latinuin, in art. Bap. 

3 
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Dk. Scott. " %me contend that baptism 
always signifies immersion; and learned men 
who have regarded Jewish traditions more than' 
cither the language of scripture or the Greek 
idiom, are very decided in this respect. But the 
use of the words baptize and baptism in the New- 
Testament, cannot accordwith this exclusive in* 
ferpretation.^^* 

^ Dr. ApAM Clarke. " To say that sprmk- 
ling is no gospel baptism, is as incorrect as to say 
immersion is none. Such assertions are as un-, 
christian as they ^are uncharitable.— Those who 
are diK>ed in water in the name of the Trinity, . 
I believe to be baptized. Those who are washed 
or sprinkled with water in the name of the Trin,. 
ity, I believe to be equally so ; and the repetition 
of such a baptism, I believe to be profane. 
Others have a right to believe the contrary, if 
they see good.''t 

This list of quotations need not be enlarged. 
ITie authority of men can do no more in proving 
that the word, denoting baptism, does not uni- 
formly signify immersion.- 

But it will be said, that Mr. J. pleads authorittf 
on his side. He has adduced a number of wit- 
nesses, and those from among the Pedobaptists 
themselves, to prove that immersion is essential to 
baptism* (Pp. S, 6.) , 

In fespect to these quotations, and indeed to 
his quotations generally from Pedobaptist au- 

* Comment, in Matth* iii. 6* 
t Comment, m Mattfa« iii« 6, and Mark xvi. 16« See also Do9« 
Fam. Expos, in Acts viii« 38 ; Heitay's Comment, in JRom.' yi. 4 ; 
and Pool, in 1 Cor., x, 2. The following authors I find also refer- 
i«d to, as testifying that immersion is not essential to baptism :— 
LvTHKR, Vos8|us, Zawchivs, Hesychivs, Budd^its, Stepba^ 
irvs, ScAPVLA, PAssoit, Martijst, kc. See «lso Hopkins^ Sje. 
Pivifi< vol. ii. p. 304, &c. &c. 
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thors, we Jbeg leave to submit the following 
remarks. . "- ^ 

Mr. h does not seem herein to have treated 
either the publick or his witnesses fairly. In se- 
lecting small quotations from large works, wherfe 
saving clauses, qualifying sentences, &c. are 
omitted, authors may easily be. made to speak a 
' language which they never intended, and unfair 
impressions may be left on the publick mind. 
Mr. J. has left the impression, and we fear he de- 
signed to leave it, that those learned men, whose 
testimony he has adduced, really supposed im- 
mersion the only valid baptism* He ought to 
have known and to have acknowledged the con- 
trary. We certainly knofw* that a number of 
bis witnesses, and we seriously believe that all of 
tliem, considered baptism perfectly valid, when 
performed by pouring, washing, or sprinkling. 
Mr. Booth, from whom nearly all the quotations 
of Mn J. in this place as well as others, are ser- 
vtlely copied, particularly " desired his reader to 
observe, that no inconsiderable part of these 
learned authors have asserted, that the word bap- 
tism signifies pouring or sprinklings as well as 
immersion."! Mr. Booth's treatment of his 
witnesses has been generally reprobated as unfair ; 
but in comparison with that of Mr. J. it wasra»- 
dour itself. This latter gentleman has taken up 
the writings of the dead, separated from them 
sentences which they perhaps incautiously drop- 
ped, and , spread these before the world ais their 
prevailing, sentiments. He has thus tortured 
those who can no longer speak for themselves, to 
utter a language which they never intended. If 

* Compare the authors we have quoted and referred to, with t^ost. 
%. J. has quoted, p. 5* t la IIsj&b'j} Apology, p. UO. 



he has allowed them to declare what they con- 
sidered the truth, he has not allowed them to de* 
clare what they considered the whole truth.— 
With these things in view, the quotations of Mr. 
J. on which he seems to have so much relied, 
have lost all their force. The question between 
him and us, is not whether immersion be baptism^ 
or whether this mode he preferable to any other ; 
hut, I& it essential ? With united voice, his wit- 
nesses will answer, No ; and thus answering, they 
instantly desert him, and" stand arrayed on the 
other side. 

Mr. J. supppses his quotations the more con- 
vincing and forcible, because they have been 
chiefly taken from " Pedobaptist authors."—- 
** Their concessions," says he, " could not have 
betn influenced by attachment to their religious 
system, but must have resulted from a conviction 
of truth alone." (P. 5.) With equal justice, he 
might have reasoned farther. He might have 
said within himself — " These learned men, n5f- 
withstanding their concessions, persist in the 
practice of infant baptism, and in baptizing oth- 
erwise than by immersion. They ihust be sup* 
posed to have reasons which satisfy their mindsJ 
They must be supposed to have strong reasons, 
which their concessions do not affect. They 
must be supposed to consider Pedobaptist prin- 
ciples so soMly founded^ that they can safely give 
up to us more ground than we had reason to an- 
ticipate. And are not these learned characters 
capable of determining whether their principles 
are solidlv founded or not ?"— In short, had Mr^ 
1. reason^ as far as he might have done, from the 
fact that his witnesses are chiefly Pedobaptists, he 
would have seen in this fact, not the weakness of 
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their fortress, but presumptive evidence of its 
impregnable strengths* 

We now pass to consider the import of , the 
term p^^lii^tf, ^s exhibited in its general use. It 
is certainly used^ by writers sacred and profane^ 
to signify something le^s than a total immersion 
in water, 

Porphyry mentions " a river in India, into 
which if an offender enters, o9 attempts to pass 
through it, he is immediately baptized up to his 
head. " f ^^ ^^^^ instance ^kttH^iu evidently cannot 
signify immersion, 

Mr. Sydenham quotes the following sentence, 
as delivered by the oracle—** Baptize (jS^xtIj'^O 
the bottle; ; but it is not right to plunge it wholly 
under water." J Here, again, /3«Tl/§sa cannot sig- 
nify immersion. 

Origek, speaking to the Pharisees of the 
wood on the altar, over which water was profuse- 
ly poured at the command of Elijah, (see 2 Kings 
xviii. 23,) expressly says that this wood was bap* 
tized.^ This term, then, was used by Origek^ 
c>ne of the earliest Christian fathers, to signify 
pouring. 

EusEBius mentions a fountain near the church 
at Tyre, where the people washed, previous to 
their entering the temple. This washmg, he ob- 
serves, ** resembled baptism.^^W 

• The author is certain that this remark will correct! j apply to 
cn€ at least of those whom Mr. J, has quoted, (p. ^)— 4ie means his 
learned and revered instructer, Dr. Emaions. ' If this distinguished 
diyine has conceded some things which he perhaps need no!, in rc- 
gaxd t# the substitution of baptism for circumcision, his discerning 
mind still sees ample reasons to justify him in the belief and prac* 
tice of Pedobaptism. 

•f Bxfflil^tlM l^iy^i XE^oAitf . See Rked^s Apol. p. 117. " 

t In Rhbd's Apology, p. 117. # See Appen. to Dr. Wai,l'» 

ReliecUQus on Galb. g ifot. Ecc. lib. x. cap- 4. 

3* 
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** It was a common expression of the ancient 
fethers, concerning the martyrs who had shed 
their blood in bearing witness to the Christian 
faith, that they were baptized with their owa 
blood."* Were they actually immersed in their 
own blood ? Or were their bodies merely tinged 
or wetted with it ? 

The apostle Paul informs us, that the whole 
congregation of Israel " were baptized untoMo^^i, 
in the cloud, and in the sea.^ (1 Cor. x* 2.) If 
it b difficult to say how these persons were bap- 
tized, it is not difficult to say hpw they were noti. 
The bottom of the sea was made dry ground be- 
fore tliem, and they walked through the midst of . 
it. with unwetted feet. (Ex. xiv. 21 — ^29.) It is 
hence absolutely certain^ that they were not «;»• 
tnersed in water. — Mr. J. may tell us of the pro^ 
priety of ** representing their situation, with the 
sea on each side, and the cloud covering them, as 
an immersion in the cloud and in the sea ; " (p. 8. ) 
but if he can clearly explain how they could be 
immersed in the waves, while they were securely 
walking on dry ground^ we shall doubtless con^ 
sider him a very extraordinary writer. 

The apostle also informs us, that the service of 
the sanctuary under the former dispensation con* 
sisted, among other things, in ** divers washings'* 
or (P«7rIiVj|A0K) baptisms. (Heb. ix. 10.) The mode 
of these baptims is clearly taught in the context. 
He proceeds directly to state, that the unclean 
were then sprinkled with the blood of bulls and of 
goats ; that ** Moses took the blood of calves, 
and of goats, with water, and scarlet wool, and 
hyssop, and sprinkled both the book and all the 
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people;'^ and that "he likewise sprinkled vnth 
the bloody the tabernacle, and all the vessels of 
the ministry*^' Is it not then evident, that, by 
divers baptisms^ the apostle intended these divers 
sprinklings ? Or, if we suppose him to refer to 
tne Jewish purifications generally, some of which 
consi^ed in bathing, he must have referred to 
their sprinklings as well as bathings, and must 
have used the word baptisms to denote othei; 
mod^s of applying water, than a total immersion. 
Mr* J* replies, that " since numerous immer-. 
sions were fii^scribed in the Jewish ritual, this ap** 

flication of the word baptisms: by the apostle 
'aul affords no reason for ascribing to it any oth<« 
er beside its usual import." (P. 7.) Is it then 
sufficient, Mr. J. that immersion is the usual im- 
port of the term baptism ? This evidently must ' 
be its invariable import, or your Anabaptist prin- 
ciples are without foundation. And does the in- 
variable or even usual import of this term require 
us to limit, if not pervert, the apostle's phrase, to 
denote merely the immersions which the Jewish 
ritual prescribed ? To say this, is to take for , 
granted what ought to be proved, and what needs, 
; an hundred fold stronger proof than has ever yet 
been given to the Christian publick. 

It is said ** of the Pharisees and all the Jews,'^ 
that ** when they come from the market, excepi 
they wash, or (p«irIi^«iJI«») be baptized^ they eat 
not." (Mark vii. 3, 4.) And when a certaiil 
Pharisee had invited our Lord " to dine with 
him, he marvelled that he had not first washed^ 
or («6flMr1*<rdn) been baptized before dinner.'^ 

iLuke xi. 38.) Was it a custom with ail the 
ews to be immersed before eating ? Or did the "• 
Pharisee marvel that our Lord was not immersed 
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before dinner ? — If the case does not sufficiently 
speak for itself, it is easy to prove all that we 
need respecting it. It is easy to prove, and from 
the highest authority, that immersions were not 
statedly practised before their meals, but merely 
a washing of their hands. * 

Matth. XV, 2. ** Why do thy disciples trans- 
gress the tradition of the elders ? For they wash 
not their hands when they eat breadJ^^ • 

Mark vii. 3. "The Pharisees and all the 
Jews, except they wash tfieir hands oft, eat not ; 
holding the tradition of the ciders. 'V* 

Maimokid£s« "A man shall not need to 
wash his hands as oft as he eats, if he do not go 
abroad, or meddle with business,. or go to the 
market, or avert his mind another way ; but if he 
cfb, he is bound to wash his hands as oft as there 
is need of washing."* 

Dictionary of the Bible. *^The He- ' 
brews did not so much as eat^ nor even sit down 
to a table f till after they had washed their handsf 
by pouringwater, from their fingers* ends up to 

their elbows. '*t 

Cal^et. " The precise professors among the 

Hebrews washed their arms up to their elbows, 
when returned home from market, or out of the 
street ; fearing they had touched some polluted 
thing or person. "J 

In view of these quotations, is it not undenia- 
bly certain, that the baptisms which the Jews 
practised previous to their meals, and which the 
Pharisee marvelled that our Saviour should neg-^ 

* See Scott, in Mark vii. 3. t In art* Purification. 
X Die. of Bible, in art. Baptism. See aJso GaoTivs, in PooL*ft 
Bynopsip. in Luke au. 38 ; and Stackaovss^s Hist Bible, vol. 5^ 
p. 440. 
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lect, were nierelf a washing of the hands ? And 
is here not suiScient evidenpe^ that the term de« 
noting baptism is used to signify something dif« 
ferent from a total immersion ? 

Mr. J. indeed supposes, that it Mras a custom 
with the Jews to immerse themselves before eat- 
ing; and in confirmation of this, he quotes Mai« 
HOKiDEs and Scaligbr. (P. 7*) His quota- 
tion from Maimoi4II>£s is not at all to his pur» 
pose* The opinion of this learned Rabbi has 
been given above. Nor is the testimony of 
ScALiGER much more in point. The Evan- 
gelist says of " ai/ the Jews," that "except they 
be baptizedf ihey eat not;" while Scaligkr 
does not intimate that dipping prevailed, except 
among **the more superstitious />ar^." 

Jt is also said by the Evangelist (Mark vii. 4) 
that ** there be many other things which the Jews 
have received to hold, as the washing, or (|3«»'- 
liV/xs;) baptisms^ of cups, and pots, and brazen 
vessels, and of tables." — ^If it is likely that, in 
washing, they immersed their small cups, is it atall 
likely t^at they immersed their pots and kettles, 
their brazen vessels and their tables? Do w^ find 
this the most convenient miethod of washing such 
articles ?. And especially should we, if, after the 
Jevvish custom, we reclined at our meals,* and, 
of consequence, were obliged to construct our 
tables much larger than they are at present ? Ac- 
cordingly Pool determines, in view of the word 
bapt'um in this verse, that " it does not always 
denote immersiony but sometimes xvas^ng only^ 
or even sprinkling J*^^ 

♦ "Wjiicli haned on his breast at supper,^^ (John xxi. 20.) 

t &yn(^is in loc. 



The Jews derived this custom of frcqtrentljr 
baptizing their dome;stick utensils, not from the 
law of Moses, but " the traditions of their d/- 
ders*^^ (See v. 5.) Hence Mn Judsok's refer- 
ences to *the law of Moses, to prove that these 
baptisms were uniformly immersions, dre per- 
fectly irrelevant. 

Our blessed Redeemer, in view of his ap- 
proaching sufferings, repeatedly spoke of a bap* 
iism that awaited him. ^^ I have a baptism to bo 
baptized with.'* (Luke xii. 50.) How was he 
baptized ? Neither, I apprehend, by being im- 
mersed in suffering, nor by having ^awr^rf on hina 
■the vials of Divine wrath. There is no necessity 
of giving to this passage any figurative interpreta- 
tion ; and a figurative interpretation should never 
be given without manifest necessity* ** The body 
of the blessed Jesus was truly and literally bap« 
tized. He was wet and washed with his owa 
tears, and sweat, and blood, when in the garden^ 
when scourged, and when nailed to the cross* 
This was the baptism.'^ . And in this sense the 
passage furnishes decisive proof, that baptism 
may be performed otherwise than by immersion^ 

To the instances here adduced what will Mr* 
J. reply ? It certainly is incu^mbentpn him— it is 
incumbent on all who consider immersion essen* 
tlal to baptism, to show that in each of them im- 
mersion is clearly implied. Should only one es- 
cape — ^should only one instance be found of a lit- 
eral baptism where , there was no immersion^ tht 
whole Anabaptist theory would be overthrown. 

Mr. J. has offered but one remark directly 
bearing on the point now before us, which has 
not been suificiently examined already. He ob» 
serves, spewing of P^/^ai«-*<^ In figurative ap- 
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pjicationa, this word^ like all others, is probs^blj^ 
used with some freedom. But should a few in- 
stances of this kind be found, would they be 
sufficient to invalidate the force of evidence re- 
sulting from the proper and general use of the 
word ? What law will bind tfie subject, if he is 
at 'liberty to depart from the proper and general 
interpretation of the principal term, and affix to 
it a signification which is drawn lirom some rare 
figurative application?*' (P44.)— In answer to 
thes6 inquiries, it will be sufficient to propose 
two or three others. In what way shall the lite- 
ral signification of a word be ascertained^ if per- 
sons are allowed to pronounce every signification • 
figurative, which does not precisely square with 
their pre-coiiceived opinions? Is not this the 
manner^ in which the Socinian clears himself of 
the divinity of Christ ? Is not this the very 
course which the heretick and schismatick have 
uniformly followed ? And admitting the propri- 
ety of this course, will it be possible, at this day, 
to establish any one doctrine of revealed religion ? 
We have now fully examined the Greek word 
j3*»I/(^«. We have considered its etymohgt/y ad- 
duced respectable authorities^ and traced it in its 
general use. And we invariably arrive at the 
same conclusion— tV catmot uniformly signify im* 
mersion. This cpnclusion places another on an 
immoveable bsLsis^-^immersion cannot be essentia 
to Chriftian baptism* 
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Section III. 

Proof that Immersion is not essential to Baptism^ 

4. " THE circumstances attending the instan- 
ces of baptism recorded in the New-Testament, 
plainly indicate*' some other mode besides " im- 
mersion,^ — Mn J. adduces these circumstances, 
to shoW that immersion is^ essential. " John bap- 
tized in the river Jordan^ and in Enon, because 
there was much water there. Philip and the eu- 
nuch went down both into the water^^* {P. 9.) — 
Strange i that in examining " the circumstances 
attending the instances ofbaptism recorded in the 
New- Testament," he should notice but one sin- 
gle instance in which baptism is allowed to be a 
Christian ordinance 1 why did he not consider 
the baptism of the thr^e thousand, of Paul, of 
Cornelius, and tlie jailer, and show that the cir- 
cumstances attending these plainly indicated im- 
mersion ?— ^Let us, however, follow him, and ex- 
amine the baptism of John. That this great re- 
former and prophet baptized at Jordan and Enon^ 
is no conclu^ve evidence that he practised im- 
mersion. The convenience of those multitudes 
which constantly thrqnged him, made it necessa- 
ry that he should reside in the vicinity of ** much 
waten"* — Many circumstances of his baptism 
seem inconsistent with immersion, and render it 
nearly certain that he practised some other mode. 
He baptized ** in the wilderness,^^ as well as at 
Jordan. (^Jatth. iii. !•) He baptized with water, 
as- well as in it. (Mark i. 8.) He baptized in the 

• " Much watei*' does not necessarily implj dup water. (See 
SChron. ^sxxJL 4.) 
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open fields, where there were no accomtnodationfi 
for a change of apparel. And above all — he bap- 
tized vast multitudes in a short space of time. 
His ministry could not have continued more than 
a year and and an half. In this period, he baptiz- 
ed " Jerusalem and all Judea, and all the region 
round about Jordan." (Matth. iii. 5.) Some of 
our opponents have estimated, that he baptized 
at least 500,000 persons. In order to immerse 
these in one year and an half, allowing only a 
minute for the immersion of each, he must have 
been constantly in the water every day, for more 
than fifteen hours. Is it credible that he should 
do this ? Especially is it, since we are assured 
that he " did no miracle ?" (John x. 41.) Is it 
credible, then, that in ordinary cases John baptiz- 
ed by immersion ?* 

Mr. J. has also noticed the circumstances of 
the eunuch's baptism. Suppose we at once 
grant that the eunuch was immersed. This 
would be merely granting that immersion is bap* 
tism-^i, point which we have no necessity to call 
in question. We, however, see no reason to 
suppose that the eunuch was immersed. No 
circumstance indicates it, except it is said that 
both he and Philip went down into, or {tU) to 
the water ; and afterAvards came up out of, or (Ijc) 
from it. (Acts viii. 38.) And these they might, 
and probably would have done, had the eunuch 
been sprinkled.t ' *#, 

The baptism of the three thousand next^ptims 
our attention. The scriptures afford us ^not a 

*Dr. Guise supposes that John baptized by sprinkling, (Se« 
Prac. Expos* in Matth. iii. 6. — See also Chaplijst on the Sa* 
craments, pp. Ill— 118.) 

tSee Hejjtry's Commentaiy on the place. 

4 
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single incident that would lead to the conclusioa 
that this multitude.were immersed. On the con- 
trary, they furnish many circumstances which in- 
dicate the necessity of some other mode. * The 
occasion was unexpected ; the multitude were 
principally strangers, and had ,made no previous 
preparation for a change of jparments ; they were 
in Jerusalem, " twenty miles from Jordan and 
Enon ;" no publick baths had been engaged, or 
could be, as the whole city was violently oppos- 
ed to the Christians ; no mention is made of their 
leaving the place, not even the house where they 
were assembled ; and above all— the time was 
^hort. The apostles came together at *V the third 
hour,'* or nine O'clock. Besides the discourse 
of \yhich we have an epitome in the Acts, it is 
^id they ** testified and exhorted with many oth- 
er words.^^ (Actsii. 40.) Three thousand were 
awakened, convinced, converted, professed their 
faith in Christ, and concluded to be baptiz- 
ed. All these .transactions could hot possibly 
have passed in iess than ibur hoiirs^ Five hour^ 
now remained:; and three thousand w^re to be 
baptized by twelve men.* Could they be im- 
mersed ? Bating the time which must unavoida- 
bly elapse in repairing to the water, and making 
the necessary preparations i were each of the a- 
postles, to be constantly employe^, but a trifle 
more than a minute could be allotted for the im- 
' mersion of each.— In order to avoid these diffi- 
culties, Mr. J. observes, in the first place, it is not 
reaorded that the three thousand " were baptized 
the same day, but that they were added to the dis- 
ciples.'* (P. 7.) It is recorded that " they who 
gladly received the word were baptized." (Acts 
luAl.) And were any add^d to the disciples 
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who did not " gladly receive the word V^ If not> 
none were added to the disciples who were not 
baptized.-— rHc farther suggests, that, were they 
all baptized the same day, it would not be impos- 
sible for the twelve, assisted by the^ seventy, 
and perhaps by the hundred and twenty, to ad- 
minister the ordinance by immersion^ (P. 7.) 
Were, then, the whole hundred and twenty, fe- 
males as well as males, officially qualified to ad* 
ininister baptism ? — The whole chapter makes it 
evident, that none were employed in this matter 
but the twelve apostles. When Peter hfted up 
his voice and preached, it is said he stood up 
" with the eleven^'* (Acts ii. 14.) And when the 
multitude " were pricked in their heart,*' they 
sought for direction **to Peter y and the rest of 
the apostles.^'* (V. 37.*) There cannot, there- 
foFe, remain a doubt, that the three thousand 
were baptized the same day they believed, and 
,by the hands of the twelve apostles. They were 
undoubtedly baptized in the house where t-hey 
first assembled, and probably by affusion or 
sprinkling.^ 

In the baptism of Paul, nothing looks like im- 
mersion, but every circumstance appears against 
it. He had been three days in Damascus, 
"without sight, and neither ate nor drank.'* 
'(Acts ix. 9.) Ananias comes in, and salutes 
him as a Christian brother. Immediately he rises 
up, and receives the ordinance of baptism, . And 
after baptism, " when he had received meat, he 
was strengthened.'' He does not repair to a riv- 
er or a bath, or even leave the room ; nor is it 

• Compare Acts i. 26, with ii. 1. See alao ii. 42, 43. 
t WiTSiU^' (EcoB. of Gov. vol. iii. p. 392. ,See also Axiei>)« 
Apology, pp. 315—219 ; and Dr. T. Scott, in Acts ii. 41. 
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likely that in his weak state he was able to leave 
it; but there he rises up, and is baptized.— 
With the precise mode of Paul's baptism we do 
not prdtend to be acquainted ; but we do suppose 
it almost demonstraolu certain, that he was not 
immersed. . 

The instance of Coijielius and his family is 
equally convincing. They believed, on the 
preaching of Peter ; the Holy Ghost fell on them ; 
and the astonished apostle, perceiving the event, 
exclaimed — " Can any man forbid water, that 
these should not be baptized, who have received 
the Holy Ghost, as well as we?" (Acts x. 47.) 
" Can any man forbid water^^ — i. e. that it should 
be brought? ''Is not this the most natural and 
obviousi meaning — -an idea which the form of 
words and mode of expression instantly and fully 
excite in our minds ? Accordingly there is no 
hint of their going abroad, or of any other prepa- 
ration in order to baptism, than that of ^bringing 
a little water into the room. The history leads 
us to believe that they were baptized, at the very 
juncture when Peter commanded it, and in the 
very, apartment where they were then assem- 
bled."* 

The circumstances of the jailer's baptism prove 
as conclusively as evidence of this nature will ad- 
mit, that he and his family were not immersed. 
•' They were baptized at home, at midnight, and , 
at the very s;ame hour in. which they believed. "t 
(Acts xvi. 33.) We have abundant reason to 
suppose, that during the whole transaction, Paul 
and Silas never left their prison. , They would 

* Dr. Osgood. See ako Dop. Fam. Expos, on Acts x« 47 \ aad 
Whitby in loc. 

t Dr. IuTH&op''s Discourse?, p^ 21* 
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' not leave it the succeeding day, till those who had 
unjustly apprehended and beat them, came and 
honourably brought them out. Shall it be be- 
lieved, then, that they left it in a clandestine man- 
ner the night before, regardless of the very strict 
charge the jailer had received to keep them safely, 
and 3iis, too, at a moment when every one was 
awake, and the whole city had been roused and 
terrified with an earthquake ? Shall it be suppos- 
ed that in their bruised and distressed condition 
of body^ they exposed themselves to the dangers 
and the damps of night, and went abroad, and in-» 
to the water, for the purpose of immersion ? The 
thing is absolutely incredible.* — ^Accordingly 
Mr. J. does not even pretend, that Paul and Silas 
went out of the prison. His theory is, that the 
prison was furnished with a bathing place, or 
"tank of water.'' (P. 7.) If the Spirit of God 
had informed us that there was in this prison a 
qoUection of water, sufficiently large, and in per- 
fect preparation, for the immersion of a whole 
family, Ave should doubtless have, believed it. 
But Mr. J. will excuse us if we do not feel the 
force of his conclusion, because the yard of the 
prison in Calcutta, and (as he says) the " prison 
yards in the east, as well as the yards and gardens 
of private houses, are usually," at the present 
tin>e, " furnished with tanks of water," that there- 
jfbre there was, more than seventeen hundred 
years ago, such a collection of water in the prison 
at Philippi* 

We have now examined the circumstances of 
some of the principal instances of baptism record- 

•See FiiAVEii's Works, Tol.ii. p. 432; and Dr. T. Scott, in Acts 
Xvi. 33, 

V 4* 
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cd in the New-Testament, and we are greatly 
mistaken if they do not clearly indicate some oth* 
er mode besides immersion. 

5. Immersion was never considered essential 
to baptism, till the appearance of the Anabaptists, 
in the sixteenth century.* That immersions, 
have been practised in nearly every age of the 
Christian church, and that thiey have been more 
generally practised at some former periods, than 
they at present are among the Congregationalists 
of New-En^and, I see no reason to deny. Nor 
do I see any reason to doubt> that they have 
more generally prevailed at spme former periods^ 
than t&y did in the days and under the ministry 
of the apostles. Persons have not unfrequently 
been ready -to overdo in the externals of religion,, 
while Uiey have done litde or nothing in respeqt 
to religion itself. The Pharisees, not satis&ed 
with the yoke of the ceremonial law, must add 
to it " the traditions of the elders^" Peter, not 
satisfied with that degree of washing which his 
Master saw was proper,^ exclaimed-^-?-" Not my 
feet only, but also my hands, and my head." (John 
xiii. 9.) And some Christians in past ages, not 
satisfied to be baptized by affusion or sprinkling, 
which is a& luuco as theii: Saviour requires, must 

*Mr. J. quotes tke venerable President of the Council of TVent^ 
testifying to the existence of the Anabaptists so earlj as the fourU& 
century. (P, SBO-i-An Anabaptist is one who re-baptizes. We free* 
]y admit, then, that there were those in the fourth century, and have, 
been others at different periods, who administered and received ft 
-second baptinn. Some have been re-baptized, because they doubtr 
ed the purity of the churqh in which they first received baptism* 
This was particularly the case with the Donatists. Some have beea 
re-baptized, because they doubted the q\talificatton* of the ojffiu^ 
who first administered to them the ordinance. In this sense Anar 
baptism hat been practised in the church of Rome. But 1 can find 
no instance of a' second baptism, because the fir$t vHU not invnui^ 
•fion, tiH the appe^ance 9f tk& Axuibaptists, in tb« sixteenth ceutiurj^^ 
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be plunged completely under, water. Yea, in 
some periods of the church, persons have not 
been satisfied even with this. They must be im- 
mersed three times. They must be immersed 
naked. They must have water applied to their 
faces subsequent to immersion. They must be 
attired in wnite for a certain number of days^ af- 
terwards, in token of their purity.* These facts 
are adduced, to show the propensity there is in 
man to perforni more than is needful in the ex- 
temals of religion. It is owing to this propensity, 
that immersions have, in some ages, Ynore gener- 
ally prevailed than it can be made to appear they 
did under the nfiiiistry of Christ and his apostles. 
We propose it, however, asan indubitable ftict, 
that immersion never has been considered essen-^ 
tial to baptism, till within a few centuries of the 
present time. We say essential; for this. It will 
be recollected, is the precise point in dispute. 
. That immersi<m was not d^mcd essential to 
the ordinance in the early ages of the church, ap- 
pears from those very quotations which Mr. J. has 
made to prove the contrary.— rit is a self-evident 
truth, that when that which is essential to a thing 
}s wanting, the thing ceases to exist. Remove 
rcaindness from a ball, and it is no longer a ball. 
Remove hardness from a jtone, and it is no long^ 
cr a stones And, on the same principle, if im^ 
mersion is essential to baptism, where there is no 
immersion, there is no baptism. Accordingly, 
if the priniitive Christians had considered immer- 
sion essential to baptism, when they could not 
have practised ininiersion, they would have prac- 

* See WiTMSius^ <Econ. of Gov. toI. iir. p. 394 ; Vossii Disput* 
i* de Bap. th. 9; Dr. Latb&op's Dis. ouBap. p. S3; Dr. Bjub]>^b 
^p(4» p. 90; Jv])soii^s Sen4on, p. 15. 
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tised nothing* Did they pursue this course ? j 
JVer^r— if we may credit the witnesses of Mr. J. ^ 
He quotes Venjema, where, speaking of the 
third and fourth centuries, he says, " aspersion 
was u^d in the last moments of life ; where 
there was not a sufficient quantity of water;" and 
"in •cases of necessity." He quotes Salha- 
sius, testifying that '* persons confined to their 
beds were baptized in a manner of which they 
were capable ; the whole body had water poured 
upon it." (P. 12,) Here is conclusive proof that 
the prijnitive Christians did not consider immer- 
sion essential to baptism. 

But, says Mr. J. *^ those whi were thus bap-' 
tized by pourmgi were called clinicksy not Chris* 
tianiy and were prohibited the priesthood.** 
(P. 10. ) Those whb were baptised on their beds 
in sickness were called eUnicks^ from the Greeks 
seXiyn, a bed ; but was this inconsistent with their 
being called Christians ? Nov a t i a n was called 
a clinLck ; was be not also called a Christian ? 
Could he be bishop of Rome^ the first Christian 
church, and not be called a Christian ?-~But tte 
clinicks were afterwards canonically prohibited 
the priesthood. Why ? Mr. J. has not explicitly 
answered this question ; though he is careful we 
should' understand it was because they had not 
been iptimersed. He certainly had the means of 
being better informed. The reason why they 
were prohibited the priesthood was,, their sincerity^^ 
was questioned. They had not made that open 
profession which was deemed necessary. They 
had not gone forth in face of a persecuting world, 
and taken upon them the Christian name. " Bap* 
tism, in that age of the worlds exposed persons to 
the most dreadful persecutions ; especially if they 
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undertook the work of the gospel ministry. If, 
therefore, any person negbected baptism until vis- 
ited with sickness, this neglect of duty rendered 
his character liable to suspicion." Accordingly 
the council of Neocasarea decreed the foHowing, 
viz. " He whais baptized when sick, ought not 
to be made a priest; for his coming to the jfaith 
is not voltmtary^ but from necessity ; unless his 
diligence and fidelity do afterwards prove com- 
mendable^ or the scarcity of men fit for the office 
do requite it,"^ 

I can find no evidence that either the lawfulness 
or validity of clinick baptism was ever disputed* 
The case of the clinicks, therefore, and the sum 
of the quotations we have adopted from Mr. J. 
instead of proving, what he intended, that im- 
mersion was in primitive times considered^vn. 
tial to baptism, incontestably prove the conTniry. 
Mr. J. has the following quotation from Bishop 
Taylor. (P. 12.) "It was a formal and sol- 
emn question made by Magnus to Cyprian, 
whether they are to be esteemed right Christians, 
wh6 were only sprinkled with water, and not 
washed ov dipped.'' — It was no question^ then, 
in the early days of Magnus and Cyprian^ 
whether washing be a lawful and valid mode of 
baptism. And why was it a question whether 
those should be esteemed right Christians who 
were only sprinkled with water, unless there were 
persons then who claimed to be esteemed right 
Christians, who had been baptized by sprinkling ? 
But let us hear the answer of Ctprian, as also 
quoted by Mr. J. (P. 12.) " In the saving sa- 
craments, when necessity obliges, and God graqts^ 

* h RsED^S Apology, p, 245, 
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his indulgence, fdivina compen^ctj the shortest 
ways of r transacting divine matters* confer the i 
whole on believers." — Had we no other parts ojf ' 
Cyprian's answer but this single sentence, we 
could scarcely wish for a more formal dei:larati6n» 
that he did not consider imm^sion essential. 
Happily, however, we have more of his answer at 
hand* " I would use," says he, " so much mod« 
esty and humility, as not to prescribe so positively, 
but that every one should have the freedom of 
his own thoughts, and do as he thinks best. For 
the contagion of sin is not, in the sacrament of 
salvation, washed off, by the same measures as 
the dirt of the skin and of the body is washed 
away. There is no necessity of soap, or of n 
large pool, or fish-pond. It is in another way 
that i|ie breast of a believer is washed ; after 
another manner that the mind of man is by faith 
cleansed." Here follows the sentence which Mr» 
J. has quoted. Cyprian afterwards proceeds to 
argue in favour of aspersion, by quoting and ap» 
plying these words of the prophet: "I will 
sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall be 

clean."t (Ezek* xxxvi. 25.) -After this ac- 

count of the matter, Mr. J. is welcome to every 
advantage he can> possibly derive from the testi- 
mony of this learned father. And it ought to be 
noticed, that Cyprian is nearly the only author 
of any considerable antiquity^ whom he has quo- 
ted in this part of his work. 

Hitherto we have examined the subject chiefly 
by the help of Mr. Jud son's quotations. We 
have proved that immersion was not, in the primi- 

* This is the translation adopted by Doctors Lathrop and Rsks. 

t In R££D^s Apology, p. 245. 
% CTPai Air flourished within loO years of th« apostolick age. 
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rive ages, deemed essential, by those vciy witness- 
es whom he has adduced to prove the contrary. 
* The followhig facts and testimonies will place 
■this truth in (if possible) a still more clear and 
convincing light. 

Ill EN^ifS mentions a sect of Christians, who 
Jbaptized " by an affumn of water mixed with 
,oil;"* 

'^ XiA-WRENCE baptized two persons, Rom an us 
.^dLucixLus, by affusion.^ "A little while be- 
' fore he suffered," he also *' baptized with a pitcher 
of water one of his executioners. "J 

Nov ATI A K became a Christian about one hun- 
*dred years after the apostles ; and when visited 
tvith%ickness, baptism was administered to him, 
according to the custom of those times, hj^ffu^ 
^ion or sprinkling. ^X 

BAsiLiDEsis mentioned by Eu s e b i u s ks hav- 
3ng been baptized in prison. J 

CoNSTANTiNE thie Grcat^ ** being clothed 
with a white garment, and laid upon his bed, was 
baptized in a solemn manner by Eusebius, Bish- 
op of Nicomedia.^Jj 

Antiquity furnishes us with a number of en- 
graved representations of baptism, in which the or- 
dinance evideittly was administered by affusion.'S 

Stephen IL Bishop of Rome, decreed in the 
year seven hundred and fifty three, that' pourings 
in some cases, should be considered valid bap^ 
itism.** 

♦ Adven. Haeres. lib. i. cap. xxiii, 
t In W. Strabo de Rebus Ecc. cap. xxvi. 
t Wall's Hist. In. Bap. pp. 356,353, 357* 

.i Hist. Ecc. lib. v>» cap. iv. - ' - 

)| DtrpiN's Hist. Ecc, vol. ii. p. 84 ; also Millar's Hist, of Brap* of 
Chris. ToL u p. 392. f Hist, of Bap. p. 111. 

.** Concilia Labbei, toru.vi. p. 1650. 
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Liui3GERU8 is said by Mabillon to have bap- 
tized a little infant, by-pouring on holy water,* 

W. Strabo, who flourished in the ninth cen- 
tury, considered pouring a valid mode of bap. 

tism^t 

" EsTitJs, referring to times long before the 
year thirteen hundred, witnesseth that pouring 
had been much in use.^^X 

BoNAvENTURE, wlio was bom about the year 
twelve hundred, "saith that in his XmiQ pouring 
was much observed in the French churches, and 
some others/ 'J 

The Author of Letters to Bishop Hoad ley, a 
learned, and professed Baptist, admits that ** for 
thirteen hundred years successively after the jos- 
tles, Arinkling was permitted upon extraordmary 
occasions. *'i 

Mr. Robinson, also a learned Baptist, admits 
that " before tiie reformation, sprinkling was held 
valid" baptism, **.in cases of necessity."|| 

Pouring was anciently the established mode of 
administering baptism to children in the Nethcr- 

lands.lT 
The form of baptism among the English exiles, 

in the reiga of Queen Mary, was for the minister 
to " take water in his handy lay it on the chiWs 
forehead^''^ &c.** 

Cai^vin. ** Nothing of the substance of bap- 
tism is wanting, while the symbol of water is 

• Acta Sanctor. p. ii. cap. 7. t De Rebus Ecc. cap. 26. 
X Ih P. Clark^s Scrip. Grounds of In. Bap. pp. 128, 129. 
i Plain Account, &c. p. 16. 
II Hist, of Bap. p. 1 16. This necessity is defined by Dr. Lywdwoob, 
who wrote An. 1420, to be "danger of death ; a state of hostility ; 
an incursion of thieves ; an obstruction of the road ; a legal disa- 
bility ;" &c. Provinciale, lib. iii. tit. 25. 
* ' t Vid. Stat. Synod Leodincnsis, An. 1287. 

••Seeiook of Forms, &;c. 
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made use of, for the ends which Christ hath ap- 
pointed. The substance being retained, the 
church Jrom the beginning enjoyed a liberty of 
using somewhat different rites.^^* 
. Zelenus. "Dipping was formerly more 
used, especially in the hot countries of Judea ; 
but this mode was not universally practised, or 
essential to the ordinance of baptism."* 

Zanchius. ** As, in a matter of liberty and 
indifFerency, the church sometimes followed one 
ceremony, and sometimes the other, as she judg- 
ed most expedient."t 

Dr. ,Wall. "In extraordinary occasions, 
baptism, by affusion of water on the face ^ was by 
the ancients counted ^sufficient baptism." Of 
this, says he, there are " many proofs.'^'* — " Li the 
iifth century, baptism was administered in France 
indifferently, by imniersion and aspersion.'*'* \ 

Dr. DoDDEiDGE, speaking of the primitive 
ages, says, "I suppose immersion was often, 
though tiot constantly^ used.*'4 

Pres. Will A r d. " Though in the primitive 
times the ceremony of immersion was the most 
frequently used, yet in the colder regions where 
religion was entertained, they used aspersion.^m 

Dr. Reed. ^^\Vc do know that dipping and 
sprinkling were both practised in the second cen- ' 
tury ; and each practice hath been continued 
from that period to the present time."ir 

* In Recd^s Apology, pp. 240 and 113. 
f In P. Ci*ark's Scrip. Grountls of In. Baptism, pp. 128, 129. 
J Wax.l's Hbt. In. Baptism, pp. 356, 353, 357. 
J Fam.>Expos. on 1 Cor. i. 16. 
(] Lectures on Catechism, p. 846. 
T Apol. for Inf. Bap. p. 239. A wprk which we can heartily rec- 
fimmend, and to which we acknowledge ourselves deeply indebted, 

5 
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Dr. L A TH R p. " So far as the practice of the 
ancients is of weight, it proves all that we con- 
tend for. We don't say rfiat immersion is unlaw- 
^ ful, or a mere nullity. We say it is not necessary'} 
that affusion is sufficient; and so said the ancient 
ehurchJ*^^ 

In view of these authorities, the publick wiU 
be^able to judge of the opinions and practices of 
the saints of other times, in respect to baptism. 
That they have frequently baptized by immersion, 
we see no reason to doubt ; but that they ever 
have considered this mode essentia^ we positively 
deny. In short, we have no account that im- 
mersion wasj in any age, or by any sect^ suppo- 
sed essential to baptism, till the appearance of the 
Anabaptists in the sixteenth century. f We may 
safely conclude, therefore, that such an opinioa 
in respect to this. ordinance^ is not conformable tQ 
the Holy Scriptures. 

Mr. I. has but two arguments in favour of ex- 
clusive immersion, which liave not already been 
considered, and, it is believed, refuted. ** The 
idea of immersion," says he, "is iht only one 
which will suit all the various connexions in 
which the word" denoting baptism " is used in 
the New^ Testament." J (P. 9.) — Will the idea 
of immersion suit all these various connexions ? 
Take but a single instance. " John indeed bap- 

♦Discourses on Bap. p. 23. Sec also'DoD. Fam. Ei&pos. on 
Acts viii. 35; Scott's Comment, on Matth. ii. 6, and Rom. vi. 4; 
Lightfoot's Horae Hebraicae, in Matth. iii» ; Dr. A. Ci^arkji's ■ 
Comment, on Mark xti. 10 ; Hop. Sya. Dir. vol. ii. p. 304 ; and '■ 
ARiVDii Lex. Antiq. Eccles. p. 66. 

t See Dr. Worcester's Letters tp Dr. Baldwin, p. 123. 

\ A considc Table part of what Mr. J. ha» offered under this, iiii 
fifth particular, is taken vnbatim from Booth's Pedobaptism Exam- 
ined. See chap* ii. pp. 37, 38. He ought to have quoted, and gtf 
fijn him creditk 
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tized with water." (f€aTl*<r«v W«1». Acts i. 5 
Is it less improper to -speak of an immersion wii 

water, than of a sprinkling or washing in it ? 

In this argument it ij taken for gran ted j that tl 
word " used to denote the oi-dinance of'baptisi 
has one uniform meanings which is applicable i 
every instanee.^^ (P. 9.) But this propositi^ 
really needs proof We do'^ not believe th 
the Word denoting " baptism has one unifori 
meaning, which is applicable ih every instance, 
We do not believe, in other terms, that there 
but one valid mode of baptism. The idea of we 
tingy without doubt, enters constantly into the li 
eral meaning of this' word; but persons may I 
wetted in different modes, and in each be equal 
baptized.— There is probably no one woi 
" which will suit all the various connexions 
which the word denoting baptism is used in tl 
New- Testament." This fact should convin< 
us, that no precise mode of applying water h 
been enjoined, or is essential to the ordinance. 
Mr. J. adduces the practice of the Gree 
church,^ ** who certainly understand their nati^ 
language better than foreigners," as proof tli 
immersion is essential to baptism. (P. 9.)- 
The signification of words varies with every ag 
This remark is so common, and so obviously tru 
that instances to justify it need not be adducei 
The word |3anrl<'^« may not convey precisely tl 
same idea to a modern Greek, that it conveye 
in the days of Homer or pf Paul. While, thep 
fore, it is true^ that the Greeks " understan 
their native language better than foreigners," 
may not be true that they better understand tl 
meaning of this word, as used by the writers < 
th& New-Testament. 
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But we deny that the Greeks consider immefw 
fiion essential to baptism. Probably this is the 
m6de in which they usually administer the ordi- 
nance ^ but they frequently administer it in other 
modes.* This is proved from those very quota- 
tions which Mr. J. has made to disprove it. Jfle 
has introduced Dr. Wall, who testifies that 
" they hardly count a child, except iu case of sick- 
ness, well baptized without immersion." (P,l().) 
This necessarily irhplies, that in cases of sickness, 
if not in others, they do count their children 
" well baptizedj'^ though they have not been im- 
mersed. It implies, therefore, that in their opin- 
ion immersion is not essential; and this is all for 
which we contend. 

We conclude this part of our Treatise with 
two obvious deductions. • 

1. If immersion is not essential to baptism, 
then for any to be re-baptized beciruse they have 
not been immersed, is altogether unjustifiable. 
Baptism is now the seal of God's immutable cov- 
enant. Wherever it has been administered, it 
implies that God has promised. Hence the vir- 
tual language of a second baptism is — *^ Ti^e will 

^ not believe our Maker, unless he will promise a 
second time.^^'f 

We do not charge aU'who have been re-bap- 
tized with this impiety. Their palliation is, thejf 
have done it ignoranily. 

2. If immersion is not essential to baptism, 
then for those churches who practise immersion 
to refuse communion with tliose who do not; is, 
altogether unjustifiable. Alas ! what dissensions 

* See P. Olark^s Scrip. Grorfnds of Inf. Bap. p. 126. 
t It is submitted, whether a second baptism does not necessarilj 
itaiply, a taking of the holy name rf Cod in i<«w« 
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among brethren— what schisms in the church— 
what rents in the seamless coat of Christ— -have 
been occasioned by this bar and bone of conten- 
tion, the principles of close communion ! Bless- 
ed Redeemer ! is not the period at hand, when 
the members of thine own body shall no longer 
be torn asunder ; and when the children of thmc 
own house shall be willing to sit down together, 
at the same table and feast of love ! 
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PART 11. 



On the Proper Subjects of Christian Baptism, 



• INTRODUCTION. 

THERE is unhappily a difference of opinion 
between us and the Baptist brethren, in respect 
not only lo the mode^ but the subjects of Chris- \ 
tian baptism. It is important, in the very com- 
mencement of the present discussion, that this 
point of difference should be precisely imderstood. 
It is not, whether unbaptized adults, who give na 
evidence of faith, are proper subjects of the ordi* 
nance; We agree with them tliat they are not* 
Hence we agree ^\^ith them in admitting the full 
force of those precepts which enjoin repentance 
and faith on adults, in order to baptism. Neither 
is it, whether those unbaptized adults who give 
evidence of faith are proper subjects. We agree 
with them that they are. The sole point of dif- 
ference between us and them, in respect to the 
proper subjects of baptism, is this— ^Pea^nw, 
and they deny\ that those children who are under 
the care of believingy covenanting parents^ should 
be baptized.* 

* It will perhaps be sakl^ that we differ from the Baptists in another 
important point. They ojirm^ and we dinf^ that these belitvers who haH 
hun baptized in infancy ^ should be re-baptized. But why do they affirm 
that Euch ^ould be re-baptized ? Because thej consider infant bap* 
tifm wrong. And why do we deny tt^iatsuch should be re-baptized f 
Betause we consider infant baptism right. The difference, there* 
fore, respects infant baptism only ; aod the point i« left precisely 
loi ve hav« stated it above. 
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To establish and defend what is here aiSrmed, 
is our principal object in the ensuing remarks.— 
It will be necessary, in some of the first sections, 
to attend to subjects that have rather an indirect^ 
though an impcH*tant, bearing on the point under 
consideration. We claim herein the indulgence 
of the Cliristian publick. . 



Section L 

TVie Visible Church qf Christ the samej under 
• • every dispensation^ antl in evefy age* 

** Mj Dove, my undefiled is but one ; ^e is tbe onljr one of hex 
Mother." CAjrr. vi. ft* ^ • 

1. THE identity of the visible church of Christ, 
in every period of the world, may be arguealffoth 
the identity and perpetuity of the real church.—^ ' 
As a visible saint is one who appears to be a real 
saint, so the visible church, in its most extended 
sense, is a body which appears to be the real 
church of Christ. Can we, then, conceive ,o|* 
two distinct visible churches, while we admit the 
identity and perpetuity of the r£?a/ church ? In • 
other words, can we conceive of two bodies visi-^ 
bly distinct^ which yet appear to be the same ?* ^ 
It is manifest, from the absurdity of such a sup- , 
position, that if the real church has been the 
same in all periods of the world, thismust be true 
also of the visible churchl m 

^ ' i 

'* Mr. J. adoats the perpetuity and identity of the real church' of | 
God. (P. 28.) He admits, also, that there existed a visible church 
in the famfly of Abraham. (P. 29. tt «/r»f.) Still he denies that this 
is the same body as the yisible church under the present dispensation. 
(P. 28.) Here, then, are two distinct visible ckurchis ;* w two bodies 
visibljf distinct^ which yet apptar to be the samt ( 
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2. The visible church has ever been the same, 
since it has ever been a gospel s:hMroh. That the 
visible church is at present on a gospel founda- 
tion, need not be proved. And that the church 
of Israel stood on the same foundation, is as cer-^^ 
tain as that it was in any sense a church of God. 
For why should God separate any people from the 
world to be his church, and not place them on a 
gospel foundation, unless it were to damn them ? 
fiut if the visible church has ever been a gospel 
church, has it not ever been essentially the same ? 

3. The visible church, under both dispensa- 
.Jionts, has been equally the church of Christ. 

l^hder both^ it is represented as the bride of 
^ Christ** Must it not, then, be the same, under 
both? Or, did our adored Redeemer,. " on his 
. pubKck appearance, cast off his anciently beloved 
Zion^ notwithstandiftg her elevated hopes and 
joyful songs, and notwithstanding his solemn 
protestations that he would never forsake her, and 
take to liimself another bride ?'/ 

It is represented, under both, as the house of 
phrist. That same Jesus, " whose house are we^' 
as Christian professors, builded and possessed 
that house or church in which *' Moses, as a ser- 
vant, was faithful." (Heb. iii. 2—6.) 

It is represented, under both,, as the ^oc/c of 
Christ. He who is now styled **^ the great Shep^ 
herd of the sheep^^^ is spoken of i# the Psalms 
as "the Shepherd of IsraeL'^i 

Indeed it is represented, under both, as the 

property of Christ. The same glorious person- 

> age who hath " bought us with a price^'^ when he 

• Jer. iii, 14 ; Rev. xxi.J^9.. 
tFs. Uxx* 1 \ Ueb. xiii.'sO. 
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•Appeared in the churclhi of Israel, is said to have 
" come to his ownJ*'*^ * , 

But if the visible church, under both dispensa- 
tions, has been equally the church of Christ, has 
it not been, under both, the same ? 

4. The visible church, under both dispensa- 
tions, has ptofessed the same religion^'-^lt will 
not be questioned that the Jewish brethren were 
professors of religion. Nor will it be questioned 
that they professed the-^rw^ religion which God 
gave them.f '* Thou hast avouched the Lord 
this day,'* says Moses, " to be thy God, to walk 
in his ways, to keep his commandments, and to 
hearken to his voice." (Deut. xxvi. 17.) I ask, 
theo, has not true religion been invaiiably the 
same ? Has there, since the fall, been more than 
one way from earth to heaven ? If, then, the 
church, under both dispensations, has professed 
the true religion, has it not, under both, profess- 
ed the same religion ? Hence, has it not, under* 
both, been essentially the same church ? 

5. The visible church has been constantly sub- 
ject to essentially the same requirements. As 
God now requires his people to be holy, for he 
is holy ; so he anciently required the same« 
*' Ye shall be holy, for I the Lord your God am 
holy."J As he now requires his people to love 
him with all the heart, soul, mind, and strength ; 
so he anciently required the same. *' Thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and 
with all thy soul, and with aU thy might.''} As 

• John i. 11 ; 1 Cor. vi. 20. 
+ Mr. J, concedes that *'the Jews, as a nation, professed to rest 
in Christ^^* (P. 29.) Dr. Baldwin does the same. See his w.orkt 
•n Baptism, pp. 240 and 242. % 1 Pet. i. 16 ; X<,ev. xix. 2. 

( Mark xii. 30 ; Deut. vi, «. 
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he now requires his people to believe on the Lord 
Jesus Christ, so he anciently required the same. 
Else why were the Jews cut off for unbelief? 
({lorn. xi. 20,) As he now requires his peoj^le 
to "do good to all," shun every, vice*, and " love 
their neighbour as themselves ;" so he anciently 
required the same. " Thou shalt love thy neigh- *^ 
bour as thyself. Do justice, love mercy, and 
walk humbly with thy God."* 

Let us here stop one moment, to consider 
some of Mr. Judson's assertions respecting the 
qualifications for membership in the church of 
Israel. " To be descended from Abraham," 
says he, " in the line of Isaac and Jacob, was 
sufficient to introduce the sulyect into this 
church." (P.I 30.) — If it was sufficient to i?iirO' 
duce him, it was not sufficient to continue him 
there. The Jews were not broken off because 
they were not the ** descendants of Abraham, in 
the line of Isaac and Jacob ;" but." because of 
their w«6^/f^"— -" Persons of Gentile extrac- 
tion,'^ he adds, " who were purchased by 
Jews, or wished to enjoy the privileges of Jews, 
could be introduced into this church by circum- 
cision. Whether any other requisite to admis- 
sion \\^s appointed by God, we are not inform^ 
ed." (P. 3O0— DoesMr. J. believethataPhilis- 
tine, for instance, who continued a professed wor- 
shipper of Dagon^ could become a regular mem- 
ber of that church which, he admits, ^^ professed 
to rest in Christ,^^ merely by receiving the cxter- 
nal mark of circumcision ? — In a word, the visi- 
blQ x^hurch has been subject, to essentially the 
same requirements, under both dispensatiortsw 

* ^Mark zii. 31 ; Let. xix. 18 ', Mlc. tI. 8« 
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Is not this good evidence that it has ever been 
the same ? 

6. Essentially the same promises were made to 
the visible church under the former dispensation, 
^which are made to it now. — ^God now promises 
his people all needful temporal blessings ; and to 
his ancient covenant people he promised the 
same.* He now promises his church that he 
will never leave her, or cease to be her God ; 
and -to the church of Israel he promised the same. 
** Fear thou not, for I am with thee ; be not dis- 
mayed, for I am thy God."t * He now promises 
to preserve and defend his ^church ; and under 
the former dispensation he promised the same. 
•** The Lord of hosts will defend Jerusalem, and 
passing oyer, he will preserve it." J He promi- 
ses to build up the present visible church; and 
to the church of Israel he promised the same* 
" I will build thee, and thou shalt be built, O vir- 
gin of Israel 1 I have loved thee with an ever- 
lasting love."5 He has promised to" give the 
kingdom to his little flock under the gospel ; and 
to his ancient Zion he promised the same. 
" Kings shall be thy nursing fathers, and queens 
thy nursing mothers ;** and " the nation and king- 
dom that will^ not serve thee, shall perish. "|| Is 
it possible that the subjects of such similar prom- 
ises should l^e perfectly distinct ? 

/^^ ^* %lth. ti. 33"; Lev. xxvi. 3-^; 

ft'Matth.''XXYiiii 20; Rev. xxi. 7; Is* xli. 5. 

t^^esB, iij. 3; MattK. xvi. 18 ; Is. xXxi. 5. 

Jj^ tf Acte XV. l6 ; Jer. xxxi. 3, 4. 
8 Luke xflTO ; Is. xlix» 23, and Ix* 12. The apostle Paul frc- 
qticnlly qiigier tiie promises made to the ancient church, and applied 
them to the Christian chiircb. See particularly 2 Cor. vi. 16—19, 
Mid vii. 1. Having quoted, in the last of the sixth chapter here re- 
ferred to, some of the promises made to the ancient church, he be- 
gins the seventh by saying — " Having , therefore, tkese promises^ \&tus 
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7. Tlje church, under both dispensations, has 
been subject to similar discipline. The direction 
of Christ now is — *'^ If thy brother trespass against 
thee, go and tell him his fault.*' Formerly it 
was — ** Thou shalt not hate thy brother in thine# 
heart ; thou shalt in any wise rebuke thy neigh- 
bour, and not suflFer sin upon him."* The di- 
rection of Christ now is — " If thy brother repent, 
forgive him.'* Formerly it was-^— " When the 
oflFender shall brings his sm-offering, and in token 
of repentance lay his hand upon its head, the vie* 
tim shall be slain, and he shall be forgiven.^t 
The direction of Christ now is — " If the offend- 
er will not hear the clturch, but continues pre- 
sumptuously obstinate, let him be cut off, and 
become to you as an heathen." Formerly it 
was — "The soul that doeth aught presumptu- 
ously, and will not hearken to the priest, nor to 
the judge, the same hath reproached the Lord, 
and that soul shall be cut off from his people. "J— 
Does fioVthis similarity of discipline under both 
dispensations very clearly indicate that the church 
has been essentially the samt ? 

8. The chili rch, both before and after Christ, 
has used, \\\ t^omc respects, the same forms of 
worships .We refer particularly to the Psalms, 
These vvere anciently the songs of Zion. They 
were statedly used in the church of Israel. Nor 
has the visible church ever laid than aside. Even 
the Baptists themselves, who seem sq ipuch in- 

cleanse .6urselves„^^ i^c. How couM he represent ^fc Corintbian 
church as.having these promiHS^ and as being under coiaB^uent obliga* I 
tions to cleanse thejnselves, iiulegs he considered tbcm the samfe .. i 
bpdj with thf ajBcj^it cluirch, to which these promises were made ? - 

*MatUi. xviii. 15; Ltv* xix. 17. t Luke xvii. 3; Lev. iv, . ! 

J Matth. XYili. 17 ; Numb. xv. 30 , Deut, xvii, 12. 
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terested to degrade the ancient church of God, 
have never ceased to sing her Psalms. Is not 
here striking evidence that the church has ever 
been the same ? Can those religious bodies be 
* perfectly distinct, which can consistently ar\d 
istatedhr adopt the same forms of worship ? 

9. The visible church in all ages nas con- 
sisted of similat* characters, and been marked by 
similar vicissitudes. Both before and since the 
Christian era, it has been made up " of good and 
bad membcrs-«--of real ^mts and hypocrites/' . 
Some of the best of men, and some of the worst, 
have from time to time, under both dispensations,' . 
been fbund within the pale of the church. ^ Re^ 
vivals and declensions, divisions.and sects, defects 
and excellencies, have existed in it, and been 
common to it, in all i)ast ages ; which fact shows 
its identity in each and every period of time, from 
its commencement to the present moment,"* 

10. Under both dispejisations, th6 church has 
been * spoken of and addressed in similar hn^ 
guage. — Christ said of his ancient covenant peo- 
ple — <« I will declare thy name unto my brethren; 
in the midst of the congregation I will praise 
thee." . Of his professiAg people it is still said— 
** He is not ashamed to call ihem brethren.^^'^ In 
tlie following language God addressed his ancient 
church—" If ye will obey my voice, and keep • 
my covenant, then shall ye be a peculiar treasure 
unto me, above all people, ^nd ye shall be un- - 
to me 'a kingdom of priests, and an holy natfen." 
In similar language he addresses his church 
now — "Ye arc a chosen generation, a. royal 

*D«PoJB.T£&^8 Diss, on Baptism, pp. ^ 25* 
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priesthood) a holy nation, a peculiar people.'** 
God said of bis ancient church—" I w^ill walk 
among you, and will be your God, and ye shall 
be my people." He says of his church now— 
*^ I will dwell in them, and walk in them, and I 
will be their God, and they shall "be my peor 
ple/^f— Is not the identity of the church clearly 
taught, in this similarity of language which Go4 
has held respecting it, in /every age ? 

1 1* The prophecies of scripture clearly evince, 
that the present visible, church is the same with 
the church of Israel.— »John the Baptist predicted 
of him who ishould come after him, not that he 
should destroy J but that he should ** thoroughly 
furge his floor." f Matth. iii. 18.) Christ dia 
indeed purify his church, but he never destroyed : 
itj — ^Our Saviour predicted, that maay should 
,^^ come from the east and from the west, and sit 
down with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob in the king^ 
dom of heaven,"' while " the children of the king, 
dom should be cast out into outer darkness." 
(Matth. viii. 11, 12.)*— By the phrase, " kingdom 
of heaven," we cannot here underjstand tl^e King- 
dom of future glory ; for none of the children of 
this kingdom will ever'' ^^ be cast out into outer 
darkness." The phrase, then, must denote in this 
place, as it does in many others, the visible 
(churchi Hence the prediction of our Saviour 
was, that when the Jews,^ '^ the natural branches," 
were broken off, the Gentiles should come, and 
sit 4own in the same visible church " with Abra- 

• ExJ xU. 5, 6 ; 1 Pet. ii. Q. t Ley. xxvi. 12 ; 2 Cor. vU 16. 
. X The pf riod of Chriflft advent is spoken of hj the apostle Paul 
•9 ^^ the Hffle «f reformaiion,^^ (Heb. ix. 10.) On the theory we op- 
pose, this. most haye been to the ancient church a time, not of refor- 
nation, but dtstructm. Reformation ueeeiBariljr implies tfat cralinK- 
«ii€c of the thi^ reformed. 
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ham, Isaac and Jacob.'*— In the parable of the 
vineyard, Christ clearly foretold, that the same 
vineyard, or churchy in which *the Jews had done 
wickedly, should be taken from them, and given 
to others. " The kingdom of God shall be 
taken from you, and given to a nation bringing 
forth the fruits thereof."* 

In proof of the same point, we might adduce a 
multitude of quotations from the prophecies of 
the Old^Testament. Whoever will peruse can. 
didly the sixtieth chapter of Isaiah, and indeed 
all the ancient predictions of the in-gathering of 
the Gentiles, *will be satisfied that tliey relate* 
not to the buildhig up of a new church under the 
gospel, but to the enlargement of the very sanic 
chureh which then existed in Israel.~.The force 
of this part of the argument Mr. J. endeaviours to 
evade^ *^ Some of these prophecies," says he, 
" relate to the final conversion and restpration 
of the Jewish people." Suppose they do ; will 
the converted, restored Jews be distinct in their 
church standing from the converted Gentiles ? 
** Others," he adds, " belong to the true church 
of God, the perpetuity and identity of which no 
one denies." (P. 28») In aOswer to this remark, 
we quote but one passage out of many. The 
prophet Isaiah, addressing the church, say*— 
^^ The children which thou shalt have, after thou 
hast lost the other ^ shall say again in thine ears, 
The place is too strait for me--**give place to me, that 
I may dwell. Then thou shalt say in thine heart. 
Who hath begotten me tliese, seeing I have lost my 
children^ andam desolate, a captive, removingtoand 
fro ?" (xlix. 20,21.) Will Mr. J. pretend, that tliis 
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prediction belongs to the real, as distinct from 
the visU}te church of God ? Has the real church 
^ ever lost any of its children ? Has any real saint 
ever fallen away ? — It cannot be denied that this 
prediction relates to the visile church of Israel ; 

- "^d establishes the fact, that converted Gentiles 
under the new dispensation are children and mem* 
bers of this very church. 

12. The sameness of the church under both 

dispensations is certain, from the declarations as 

' well as the prophecies of scripture. The apostle 

abundantly teaches, ia the eleventh chapter of 

, Romans, that the believing Gentiles are graffed 
into the same oli^ft tree from which the unbeliev- 
ing Jews were broken off, and into which the re- 
stored Jews shall be graffed again.— What shall we 
understand by the ** olive tree ?*' Jeremiah, ad- 
dressing the churchy says — " The Lord called thy 
name a green olive tree ; fdir, and of goodly 
fruiti" (xi. 16.) Of the church in Israel^ thib 
prophet Hosea says — ^^ His branches shall spread, 
and his beauty shall be as the olive tree.^^ (xiv. 6. ) 
" The olive tree," tliereforet represents the visible 
church of God. From this, the'unbelieving Jews 
were broken off. Into the same, the believing 
Gentiles were graffed.. And into the same, tlie 
rest<Mied Jews will at length be graffed again. 
The sameness o\ the church, therefore, under ^ 
both dispensations, is in this ch^i^Vtv incontestabljf 
established* 

How does Mr. J. interpret this instructive al- 
legory ? " The olive tree," he says,' ** may rep- 
resent the Messiahy^s presented in the promises." 
And how did tht* Jews, as a people, belong to thQ 
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Messiah ? By profession*^ he ans%vers — *^ the 
Jews, as a nation, professed to rest in him.'* 
(P. 29.) If, then, he will be consistent, he will 
proceed and say — ** When the Jews were broken 
off, they renounced their profession of faith in 
Christ. When the Gentiles were graffed in, they 
came forward, and made the same profession 
which the apostate Jews had renounced. And 
when the posterity of Abraham shall be graffed 
in again, they will be re-united to Christ, by the 
same prqfession.^^ If this interpretation is more 
favourable than ours to Mr* Jud son's system, 
he is welcome to every advantage he can possibly 
derive from it. We will only insist that he should 
abide by it, and be consistent with himself. 
We purpose to introduce but one passage more. 
The apostle, addressing his Ephesian brethren, 
says—'* Wherefore remember, that ye, being in 

time past Gent|ies in the flesh were without 

Christ ; being aliens from the commomvealth of 
Isfaelf and strangers from the covenants of prom- 
ise, having no hope, and without God in the 
world." (ii. 11, 12.) Does this form of expres- 
sion certaialy imply, that the Ephesians were no 
longer "without Christ, having no hope, and 
without God in the worid?" It implies, with 
equal certainty, that they were no longer " aliens 
from the commonwealth of Israel.^* It is precise- 

* That we have not misunderstood Mr. J. is evident from a re- 
ma^ immediate] J preceding. He introduces these, words of Christ — 
^ Every brajach in me that beareth not fhiit^ he takeih away,^^ 
(John XV. 2,) and Bays, " This may suggest the proper interpretatioa 
of the symbolical language of the apostle." (P. 29.) flis theory 
then is, that the unbelieving Jews belonged to the olive tree, in the 
s^e sense that fnii;tiess branches are here taid to be in Christ ;— « 
tijat is, as every respectable Commentator agrees — ^y profisikn^ .6«* 
Pool, HjsjsrKT, Doddridgs, and. Scott, on Johaxv. 2* 7 

6* '\' 



66 

ly as certain from this passage^ tHat they were 
iK>w members of the commonwealth or church of 
Israel^ as that they believed in Christy enjoyed 
the comforts of hope, or adored and served the 
God of heaven. , 

Again — There is evidence from fact^ that 
there never has been but one visible church ia 
the world. During Christ^s publick ministry, 
his disciples were members of iht Jewish church. 
They uniformly observed the ordinances of that 
church, and attended on the temple worship. Af- 
ter his ascension, we find them pillars in the 
Christian church. Had they been cut off from 
one church, and taken into another ? And if they 
had, how, and when, was this done ? — Notliing 
can be more evident, than that the disciples be- 
longed to the same church, on the day of Pente- 
cost, and afterwards, to which they belonged on 
the night whtn they ate the Passover with^ their 
blessed Lord. And from ihis^ct it conclusive* 
iy follows, that the church under both dispensa- 
tions has been the same;^ 

It is no inconsiderable argument in favour of 
the identity of the church, that Mr. J. with all hi& 
ingenuity, and " from all the information'' he 
•* can obtain^" is obliged to make nearly the same 
observations respecting it, under both dispensa- 
tions. Of ** the Jewish church'^ he says-—" it wast 
B select peopk,^^ who ^i professed to rest^^ in the 
promised Messiah. (Pp. 29, 30.) Of the Chris f 
tian church he says, within a few lines— r" it is 
a society composed of select individuals^ prof ess^ 
ing faith in Christ.^^ (P. SO.) No wonder he 
seems almost willing to admit, that these church- 
es '^may be in many respects alike.^ (P. 29.) ' 
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We have nqw prove^ we tKink to a demon- 
stration, the identity of the visible church, in all 
periods of time. 

It is at present called, as was predicted, by a 
new name: (Is. Ixii. 2.) it has been brought 
under a new and brighter dispensation ; but to 
all intents and purposes it remams the same as 
before the coming of Christ. 

We shall proceed, in the following sections, to 
make a number of infeirences from this important 
fact. 



Sbction II. 

The Covenant of the Visible Church the $amej 
under both Dispensations . 

THIS is our first inference from the identity 
of the church, as established in the preceding 
section. The church is indissolubly and essential- 
ly connected ivith its covenant. At cannot possi- 
bly exist without it. If we destroy the covenant, 
we destroy tlie "church. If we essentially change 
the covenant, we change the church. — These po- 
sitions have the countenance of Mr. J. himself. 
He states that the sameness of the Jewish and 
Christian churches **can*iotbe proved, by show- 
ing that they are founded on the same covenant \ 
Jbr there is noevidence^^ that their covenant is the 
same. (P. £8.) This form of expression neces- 
sarily implies, that if there were evidence of the 
sameness of their covenant, there would be equal 
evidtoce of the sameness of these churches. It 
implies an inseparable connexion between the 
covenant and church. Hc;nce, would he adiait 



6a 

the identity of the church under both dispensa- 
tions, he couW not avoid concluding, that the 
covenant of the church has also been essentially 
the same. 

What was the covenant of the church of Israel ? 
Was it the Sinai ' covenant ? No ; for God had 
solemnly promised to be their Godj and, when 
speaking of them, uniformly calls them his people^ 
previous to the promulgation of his covenant 
from Sinai.*— The covenant of the ancient 
church was unquestionably the covenant xvith A^ 
hraham. In this covenant, God first promises to 
be the God of Abraham's posterity. Immediate- 
ly after, he begins to call this favoured family his 
people. And in all subsequent scripture, when 
speaking of them as his people, he usually* annex- 
es some special reference to his cpvenant dealings 
with Abraham. t-^That the covenant with Abra- 
ham was the covenant of the church of Israel, is 
evident from the Mosaick institutions themselves. 
The design of these institutions was merely that 
God might establish Israel to be a people unto 
himself, and that he might be unto them a God, 
as he had ^^ sworn unto their father s^ to Abraham^ 
to Isaac^ and to Jacob?'^ (Deut. xxix. 13.)-— 
Sincej then, the covenant with Abraham was the 
covenant of the ancient visible church; and since 
the visible church has bee^ under both dispensa- 
tions the same ; the covenant xvith Abraham must 
now be th^ covenant of the visible Christian 
church. 

That the covenant with x\braham still exists^ 
as the covenant of the church, may be argued 
from many other considerations. 

• See Ex. iii. 6^ 7, &c. 
t See Ijl^ iu. $, 7; Te. slvii. 9 ; Luke i. $8, 73, fto. 
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It still exists, because it lias never been abolish* 
ed* * As God established tliis covenant, and gave 
it to his church, it must remain till it is abolish- 
ed by the same authority. Where, then^Js the 

^ evidence that God has abolished his covenant 
with Abraham ? Suffice it to say, that no such 
evidence exists. No, there is not one particle of 
such evidence in all the word of God. ■ Mr. J. 
indeed supposes, because the ancient token of this 

■ covenant is not now to be enforced on Gentile 
believers, that the covenant itself is done away. 
The token of a covenant, says he^ " is one spe- 

[ cies of language. The language of the rainbow 

I is, There will nev.er again be a deUigie." When, 
therefore, God prohibits the token of a covenant, 

K he says, " let it he no longer said that such a cov- 

I enant exists.'' (P. 26.) — The whole of this ar. 

[ gument proceeds on the principle, that in cove- 

; nanting, a visible token is essential. Is this true ? 
May not promises and requirements be mutually 

' binding, without such a token ? May not a cov- 
enant exist without.it^ as well as wkh it ? Hence^ 
had God entirely removed every token of liisan* 
cient covenant, might he not still leave the cove- 
nant itself, in all its force ?-— But^ even admitting 
that a token is essential to a covenant, may not 
God affix to his covenant such a token as he 

\ pleases ? May he not, with a change of circum- 
stances, alter the token of his covenant at pleasure, 
and still the covenant remain the same ? Were 
the rainbow to give place to a vftiible circle in the , 
heavens, which God should inform us was em- ^ 
blematick of the same, would Mr. J. suppose the 
coven*dnt with Noah vacated ? Would lie have 
reason to fear another deluge ? And if circum- 
cision has given place to another token, .which 
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God has informed us is emblcmatick of the same, 
has he any reason to conclude that the covenant 
with Abraham has been aboKslied ?— On any 
ground, therefore, the prohibition of circumcise- 
ion to Gentile believers furnishes not, in^itself, 
one particJe of evidence, that the covenant undo: 
consideration has ceased to exist.* . 

That the covenant with Abraham still exists, 
as the covenant of the church, is also evident 
frdbi its promises SLud requirements. Every cove* 
nant consists essentially in promises and require- 
raients. If, therefore^ the covenant with Abra- 
ham shall be found to present the same general 
promises and requirements which are held forth 
to believers under the gospel, we cannot avoid 
concluding, tliat this is still the covenant of the 
church. 

This covenant holds up a Saviour, as the object ^ 
of faith; (Gen. xii. 3.) and so does the gospeU 
It contains promises of all needful temporal bless* 
ings ; (Gen. xviL 8») and so does the gospeL 
(1 Tim. iv. 8.) Here are promises of great 
prosperity to Zion ; (Gren. xvii. 2.) and these 
promises are repeated throughout the Bible* 

♦ Mr. I. more than once intimates, that be considers the cove- 
nant with Abraham still binding upon the Jews* ^^ When tfaej 
shall repeni and return^'*'* sajs he. ^^ God will again rtmentber histrnx-^- 
«««/.'' (P. 20.) Repentance and rejtrmation, then, will be a virtual fnl- 
filment of their part in the covenant with Abraham. And when 
the/bave fulfilled their part, God will be faithful to remember hks 
and, as expressed in the next sentence, ^^ he will restore his favour,^ 
From this account of the covenant with Abraham, I cannot for mj 
life see, that it is not the^ covenant of grace. Hepentance and ref- 
6rjaia^pn are its conditions ; the favour of God its promise. — Fur- 
thcrmov0 ; it appears from the above concession, that the Converted) 
restored Jews will be placed on the footing of the covenant wifli 
Abraham* 'Will they not be menders of the Christian church f 
WiU not thei^ phurch standing be similar to tliat of tlie converted . 
Gentiles ? — In sluurt, if Mr. J. will consistently follow his own cou- 
tf^ssion respecting ihe Abrabanuck covenant^ we wi^ a»k no iBore. t 
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(Luke xiii 32.) Here are prcmiises in which 

Abraham saw his title to heaven;* and believers 

find such promises in the gospel of Jesus* Here 

^re promises of distinguished honour for the seed 

of Abraham; (Gen. xvii. 6«} and his spiritual 

seed find such promises in the New-Testament* 

(Rev. iii. 21.) In short, God here promises to 

be a God to his people, and their children after 

tl^m ; (Gen. xvii. 7.) and a greater promise rfAr- 

\ cr has been, or can be made, in this or in the 

[ coming world. (Heb» viii. 10 ; Rev. xxi. 7.) 

f , Mr. J. having quoted the covenant with Abra- 

^ ham^ asks the believer, with an air of confidence—- 

^ ** Is this the covenant which God has made with 

you? Hs© God covenanted to give you these 

blessings?*^ (P. 17.)— With equal, confidence 

^ we ask the believer-^" Is" not *• this the cove- 

i nant which God has made with you ?" Has he 

^ver covenanted to give you any blessings which 

i are not implied or included here ? -Let us 

now look at the rtguirements of this covenant. 
; In promising to be the portion of Abraham, he 
implicitly required Abraham to accept of him as 
his portion. In holding up the Messiah as an 
object of f^ith, he implicitly required him to be- 
lieve in the Messiah. In requiring of him cu'- 
cumcision, he required diat of which circumcision 
was. an emblem, viz. a renewal of the heart to 
holiness* And he expressly required him to 
iralk before him, and be perfect. (Gen. xvii. 
1.)— Has God ever ceased to make these require- 
meiits ? Or will he cease to make them of fallen 
crealtures, so long as the world endures ? 

* Compare Gen. xvii. 8, with Heb, xi, 9, 10, . 
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We see, then, from the promises Bnd require- 
ments^ or from the very wa/wr^, of the covenant 
with Abraham, that it must still exist, as the cov- 
enant of the visible church. 

To our interpretation of this covenant, we arc 
sensible there have been objections. 

Mr. J. contends, that it cannot be the covenant 
of the Christian church, because it contains a ^ 
promise of the land of Canaan. (P. 18.) — How i 
did Abraham understand 'this promise ? That '\ 
he and his posterity understood it, primarily^ as '■ 
-a promise of the literal Canaan, and of temporal 
prosperity, is conceded. But was this all, or a 
principal part, of what Abraham saw in the prom- 
ise ? ' Certainly not. The apostle informs us, 
that ** by faith he sojourned in" this temporal 
" land of promise, as in ^ st range country % dwell- 
ing in tabernacles." And why ? " He ciesir^ 
a better country^ that is, m heavenly.^^ And 
^^ he looked," through tlie promise he had re- 
ceived, ** for a city which hath foundations^ whose 
builder and maker is God." (Heb. xi.) Certain- 
ly Abraham saw, in the promise of Canaan, his 
title to the heavenly rest. It will be safe if we 
-understand this promise as it was. understood by 
the father of the faithful. — This interpretation is 
so easy, and one into which the mind so naturally 
falls, that it is questioned whether Mr. J. can 
keep entirely clear of it in his common conversa- 
tion. Does not the way in which Israel was led 
through the wilderness, remind him of the way 
in which Christians are led through life ? Does 
he not familiarly speak of the Jordan of death? 
DoA be never proceed so far as even to talk of 
the heavenly Canaan ? He will not, then, cen- 
sure either Abraham, or us, .for discovering, in 
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? the promise under consideration, a promise of 
; the heavenly world. 

[ We have referred to the promise — " In thee 
^ shall all the families of the earth be blessed'*-^ 
i: first made to Abraham at the time of his call, and 
first recorded in the twelfth chapter of Genesis, 
■ as constituting a part of the covenant with Abra- 
ham. Mn h has followed Dn Baldwin, and 
others, in asserting that ** this promise is not con- 
: tained in the covenant of circumcision, but in a 
\ covenant made with Abraham, twenty- four years 
[ before." This promise, he allows, is a "gospel 
i promise," and " the ever-memorable charter of 
311 the blessings which Jewish and Gentile be- 
i IJevers enjoy through Christ." (P. 24.)— It would 
[ seem, then, that the controversy, so far as the 
f covenant /with Abraham is concerned, is here 
brought within narrow limits. ' Were this prom- 
ise to be abandoned, it would not indeed follow 
that the covenant with Abraham Was abandoned. 
But if this promise can be retained as a part of 
tlie covenant, it can never again be disputed that 
this covenant comprises the covenant of grace. 
It will be proved that the covenant with Abraham 
is "the ever-memorjable charter of all the bless- 
ings, which Jewish arid Gentile believers enjoy 
through Christ." 

It is manifest that God made but one covenant 
with Abraham. His covenant transactions with 
this patriarch are spoken of throughout the scrip- 
tures in the singular Jbrm. "The Lord thy 
God will not forget the covenant o{ the fathers." 
(Dent. iv. 31.) " To remember his holy cove* 
natity the oath which he sware to Abraham." 
(Luke i. 72, 73.) " Ye are the children of tht 
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wvhnant which God made with our fathers/* 
(Acts ill. 25.) 

There is as much reason to suppose that God 
made eight covenants with Abraham, as that he 
made more than one* He certainly appeared to 
him, and addressed him in covenant lai^uage, at 
eight different times** Nor is there Jiny thing 
in the^ subjects on which he addressed him, whicS 
would lead us to fix on two covenants, rather 
than on eighty Those, therefore, whp dp not be- 
lieve that he made eight distinct covenants with 
him^ have no reason^ to suppose diat h^ madg ' 
with him mpre than one. ^ 

It is evident, from the similarity qf tliose prm* 
ises which at different times were made to 
Abraham, that they all belong to pnq and the 
same covenant. The promise of a numerous 
posterity i^vas made and repeated to him, at no 
less than ^even different periods^f The promise 
of the land of Canaan was made and repeated to 
him, at four different periods.^ The nromise of 
God forhis portion was also made * to him, ira? 
pliedly or expressly,, at four different periods.} 
And the promise, that in him all nations and 
families should be blessed, was expressly repeat, 
cd at thrise different periods. H* Can promises so 
similarly repeated, and so inseparably interwoven, 
be considened as belonging to more than one 
covenant ? And is it possible to form more 
than one covenatit from. them, without putting 
asunder things which God hath joined together, 

*Gcii. xiu 1 and 7; xiii. 14; xv. 1 ; xvii. xviii. xxi. 12*; and 
xxii. 15. • ' 

tCen. xii. S; xiii. 16; xt. 5; xvii. 2; xviii. 18; xxi. 13; 9B^ 
xxii. VIp fxii. 7; xiii. 15; xv. 7; and xvii^ 8.. 

i xii. 2, 3 ; XV. 1 ; xvii. 7y 8 ; and xxii. 17. 
t) xii. 3 ; xviii. 1$ ; and xxii. 10. 
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and doing tKe utmost violence to the sacred 
text f — It will be asked, if tliese prdmises, made 
at different times, comprise but one covenant^ 
why werfe not all of them uttered at once ?-— Evi- 
dently they were uttered at different times, for 
the trial and confirmation of the patriarch's faith. 
Before he was finally constituted " father of the 
faithful," and the covenant was sealed, and con- 
firmed with an oath, it was proper that his faith 
should endure repeated trials. And it surely was 
r proper, amidst these severe trials, that his faith 

couragements.* 

These covenant transactions were irenewed 
both with Isaac and Jacob ; and it is certain from 
these renewals, that they constitute but one cov- 
enant. In both these instances, those promises 
[ which from time to time had. been repeated to 
I Abraham, are brought together widiin the com- 

\ pass of three verses. f- Mn J. supposes there 

\ were two covenants with Abrahatn ; that the lead- 

I ihg proniise of the one was what he denominates 

the *' gospel promise,'^ " In thy seed shall the 

; nations of the earth be blessed ;'* (p. 24.) and 

that the leading promise of the other was that of 

I Canaan. (P. 18.) Let us apply this hypothesis 

to a part of the fourth verse of the t^venty.sixth 

■ chapter of Genesis. " / xvHl give unto thy seed 

gU these countries ; and in thy seed shall alt the 

* The process of these covenant tmnsactions, says Dr« Rsjcd, 

j " exhibits a most striking and beautiful climax. In the first instance, 

. we see the blessing conSrmed to Abraham end his seed by promise. 

I (Gen, xii. 1 — 3.) Secondly, this promised blessing is confirmed by 

\ uvtkant, (Gen. XV. 18*) Thirdly, this corenajjted blessing is con- 

firmed, by annexing the token of ff>r«m£«jio». (Gen. xvii. 10.) And, 

fourthly, by the mh of Almighty^od. (Gen. xxii. 16.)" — i-ftaiBD'e 

Apology, p, 6«. t Gen. xxvi* a--4, and xxviii. 1^—15. 
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nations of the earth be bhssedJ^ According; ta 
his theory, here are two distinct covenants— cov- 
enants as widely different as temporal things and 
.spiritual, as earth and heaven— brougl^ within 
less than the conipass of a single sentence and a 
. single verse \ If such a theory can obtain credit, 
no theorist need despair. And it might be ex- 
pected that a person who could spread such a 
theory before the publick» would compkin pf 
others for ** using undue freedom with the word 
of God,'' and ** frittering away the plain import 
of scripture/* (P. 19-): 

From what has been said, it appears to. be 
Jiillif proved^ that God never constituted more 
than one covenant with Abraham. And if }ie 
i^ever constituted more than one covenant v^^ith 
him, then certsunly the promise under considera- 
tion — the promise that m him. all nations should 
be blessed-T^made a part of thlsi covenant. In^ 
deed this is expressly asserted by the apostle 
Peten " Ye are the children,'' says he, ** of the 
prophets,, and of the covenant which God made 
with our fathers, saying unto Abraham y And in 
thy seed shaU all the kindreds, of the earth be 
blessed^ (Acts iii» 25.) This promise is here ex- 
pressly quoted as h^Qxv^\\\^\o the one eoroenant 
which God made with Abraham,. 

That this promise is. included is also certain,, 
since it is of the same import with some of the 
promises which were made when- circumcision was 
instituted. God repeatedly promised, at thi§ time,, 
that Abraham should be *' the father of many 
nations." (Gen, xvii. 4, 5.) He consequently 
promised, that nations should be his children. 
Is it not a great blessing to be interested in this 
promise — to be the children of Abraham ? Is it: 
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possible to be blessed through Christ in any other 
way? ** If ye are CAm^^*, then are ye ^ira- 
hatjfs seedJ^ (Gal. iii. 29;) But if it is so inval* 
uabk a blesdng to be the seed of Abraham, or to 
have Abraham for a father, where is the difference 
between the two promises — ^^ I will make thee a 
father of many nations ^^^ and ** Many nations 
shall be blessed in thee ?** Evidently they arc of 
the same import.-^It is proved, therefore, that 
what Mr* J. denominates the " gospei promise," • 
is included in the covenant with Aliraham. It is 
hence proved, to adopt his own phrase, that this 
covenant contains " the ever-memorable charter 
of all the blessings which Jewish and Gentile be- 
lievers enjoy through Christ."* 
- Mr. JuDsoN^s interpretation of that part of the 
covenant in which- God promises to be the God 
€)f Abraham and his seed, is very remarkable* 
He supposes he was the God " of the nation of 
Israel at large,'* and the God of all, both good 

' and bad> in the same sense. " God is represent- 
e<i in the scriptures,*' says he, '*as the Geid of 
his people in different senses. In the hew cove« 
nant, recorded Heb* viii. 10, he is represented as 
**the spiritual portion of his people.^ In Rev. 
xxi* 3, he is represented as ^ their eternal j^oT'- 
tion.' " And' in the covenant with Abraham, he 
proceeds to state>. he is represented as their*^e;». 

poral portion* That is, to use his own words, 
^ the promise imported> that he woiild multiply 
and protect thenl, grant them an abundance of 
temporal blessings, and distinguish them above 
all other nations by spiritual advantages. I' (P. \9.) 

* See Dr. Rsed^a Apology, pp^ 61^8 ; Dr. AtrgTlw's View of^' 
Church, pp. 35 — 41 ; and Or. WojEfcCESTfiR's Letters* pp. 9 — 4iQ»- 

. 7* ' 
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Not to inquire whiether God did multiplf, pro-. 
tcct, and bless the Israelites more tiian some other 
nations, and whether on these accounts he was. 
iheir Oody in a better sense than he was the God. 
of the Chaldeans, Greeks, or Romans ; we would, 
with great seriousness inquire into the propriety 
of thus representing God as the portion of his 
people in a number of different senses* He does 
indeed promise, in Heb. viii. 10. to be the jfj&ir- 
itual portion of his people ; but is it here impUed 
that he will not be their temporal znd eternal- 
portion ? He does indeed promise, in the Reve- 
lations, to be the. eternal portion of his people ; 
but is it here implied that he will not be dieir 
spiritual portion ? How^ then, does it appear,^ 
when iii the covenant God promises to be the 
God of Abraham and his seed^ that this merel3r> 
implies that he will be their temporal ^or^ion ? 
That this promise secured infinitely more tha» 
merely temporal blessings— that it secured a res^ 
urrectian.to future life and glory ^ is certain frpn^. 
the interpretation of our Saviour. •^ That the. 
dead are raised^^ say s/he,/* even Moses showed 
at the bush, when. be called the Lprd, the God' 
of Abraham i and the God of Isaac ^ and the God 
of Jacob ;: for God is not the God of the dead, . 
but of the /fvfwg*."*— -And that God would have 
been ashamed to be called the God of Abraham, 
and his posterity* in that low sense which Mr. J*, 
has supposed— that he would have been ashamed; 
to be called their God, had: he not provided ibr< 
th^m 2L heavcnli/cityy is. certain from the apostle. 
Paul. " Now they desire," he observes, ** a betr 
t^r country, tliat is, an heavenly. WhereforCL- 

*JL$tk« XK« 37^ S8. . |Sm Wwtbt on the pUccc. 
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Cod is not ashamed to be called their God; Jbr 
he hath prepared Jor them a city J*^ (Heb. xi. 16.)> 
— -In short, if God is the eternal^ indivisible sum of 
all good, whenever he promises to be the portion 
of any, his promise not only insures every, thine on 
the whole desirable, but must continue in effect 
for time and eternity.. 

But Mr, !• objects, that he was not in this sense* 
the God of all the Israelites ; and the promise, 
thus interpreted, was not fulfilled. — If this is a 
difficulty, he shall himself help to solve it. *^ A 
refusal to accept a promised favour,'* says he, 
^^ always releases, the promiser from his obliga- 
tions." (rP. 20.) Now did not every Israelite, 
who was not a saint^. refuse to accept the Lord 
for his portion ? And was not the Lord faithful 
to his promise, though a nuiltitude of hypocrites 
rejected him, and went down to hell ? Was he 
jiot tlie portion, temporal, spirittialy and eternal, 
of all who really put their trust in him ? 

If Mr. Jv n so N ' s interpretation of the promise, 
that God would ^be the portion of the seed of 
Abraham^ must be rejected,^ it* will be asked,"^ 
J^hat ground shall be taken in relation to this 
subject ? In yvhat sen$e is God the portion of 
the offi^ring of believers ?— But this is a question 
in which Antipedobaptists have no immediate 
concern, and which ouglu never to be agitated in 
the controversy with. them. Let. them admit 
that the children of believing parents Aov^ an m- 
/i?rc^# in.the church covenant,, and have conse- 
quently a right, to its appropriate seal, and we. 
will then freely confer with them on the nature and. 
ground of this interest. Till Uiey do admit this, 
there is ?i previous question, whichentirely cuts- 
them off^ from the one here proposed. 
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We have now examined the covenant witR 
Abraham^ and removed the principal objedtiona * 
to that interpretation ci it which has been given. 
We think it certain from the very nature of this 
' covenant, that k must still exist as tHe covenant: 
of the church* 

We proceed to establish the same truth, fronv 
the concurrent testimony of the word of God. 

The prophet Daniel, spcakkig of the great ref— 
orn]tatioa which should take place during those 
seven years, in the middle of which the Messiah, 
should be cut off, has thpse remarkable words-^ 
** He shall confirm the amenant with mam/, for* 
-one week.*' (ix. 27.) The present covenant /)r 
the church-*-the covenant with Abraham, during 
this prophetipk week^ or these seven years, he 
shall confirm^ with mant/i^ It ap^ars from this 
prediction, that it wa^ the covenant with Abrahan^ 
which was confirmed with those multitudes, who 
were added to the disciples on the day of Pente- 
cost, and in the first succeeaing years of the gos« 
gel dispensation. - 

In his exhortation to" the people on the day of^ 
Pentecost, the apostle Peter expressly alludes to^ 
that promise of the Abrahamick covenant—*'* I ^ 
will be a God to thee and to thy seed*^^ *' The 
promise is to you^ and toyourchildren^'*^ (Acts ii. 
39.)— Mr. J. caiv-see in. these words no allusion 
to the covenant.- The promise here referred to,, 
he supposes, is the promise of the Spirit, which 
had been previously quoted from the prophet 
Joel. (P. 22.)-*— But wiiat rieason can be offered 
for this opinion ? Surely n6tany connexion be- 

* "^^illin ^Mke Ur^ng^. cerrohorate,. Th« • Messiah corr€hr(U(d tJbe.;^ 
covenant witbi Abraham, iasitead of </arr0>/ff^, it*. 
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tween the promise uoder consideration ^ and the 
quotation from Joel ; for the passages are nearly 
twenty verses asunder, and h^ve as little connex* 
ion as any two in the word of God. Neither can 
k be pretended, that the same favours were prom* 
ised to the three thousand and their children^ 
which were embraced in the prediction that had 
been quoted from the prophet* Joel predicted 
the out-pouring pf the Spirit in his miractdous 
injluefwes* " 1 will pour out my Spirit upon all 
flesh; and your sons and your daughters shall 
prophestfy and .your young men shall see vis* 
ions^ and your old men shall dream dreams ; and 
I will show wonders in l^eaven above, and signs 
in the earth beneath.^' (Acts ii, 17 — 19.) Is it 
likely th^t the miracuious influences of the Spirit 
were either promised or imparted to all the cba^ 
verts on the day of Pentecost, together with their 
eliildren ? And. if this should be pretended, we 
ask still farther— ^Aa^ envpuragement would tlie 
promise J thus interpreted^ afford to the multitude- 
to *' repent andbe baptized ?*' It was highly per- 
tinent, in justification of those miraculous ap^ 
peaiances,, which some were ready to attribute to 
iiitoxication, to prove that tiiesc were merely an 
a^fQomplishment of ancient prophecies;^ but what 
propriety in encouraging the people to repent and 
be baptized^ by assuring them that a promise of 
7^iraculous powers was to tliem and their chil- 
dren ? . 

Let it be kept in mind,, that^the persons whom 
the apostle addressed were Jews.^ They were 
either the natural or the proselyted seed of Abra- 
ham. When, therefore, they were encouraged 
to repent and be baptized, and thus tttke hold of 
the everlasting covenant, by the conaideratioo^ 
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that the promise was to them and their chiMreny 
how naturally and necessarily would their minds 
revert to that great and glorious promise of the 
covenant-— the promise made to Abraham, their 
boasted patriarch and father — ^** I^ill be a God 
to thee and thy W»-.The pas%, in this 
interpretation, which is the^only consistent cne^ 
affotxls c*onclusive evidence of the existence of 
the Covenant with Abralram, under the gospel 
dispensation** 

The same truth is clearly established in the 
succeeding chapter. Addressing the people, the 
apostle Peter affirms, " Ye are the children of the 
prophets, andof tjie covenant xvkich God made 
with our fathers^ saying unto Abralmmy And m 
thy seed shall all the kindreds of the earth be ' 
blessed J^ (Acts iii, 25. ^ How could these per-" 
sons be embraced, like children, in the arms of a 
covenant which had waxed old, and vanished 

' away ? - ^ 

When the tongue of Zachartas was loosed^ on 

the birth of his son, he *' prophesied, saying--«. 

Blessed be the Lord God of Israel j for he hath 

visited and redeemed his people... ...to 'perform 

the mercy promised to our fathers', and to remem- 

^ her his holy covenant^ the oath which he sware*to 
our father Abrahdm^'*^ &c. (Luke i. 67, 75, ) 
Zacharias here speaks, in the manner of the an- 
cient prophets, of events future^ as though they 
were already past. '* He hath visited and re^ 
deemed his people ;^ i. e, he will visit and redeem 
them. It is evident frqm the whole of this 
prophecy, that, so far is the covenant with Abra- 

*See Flave^'s Works, vol. ii. p. 455 ; Bostwick'I VindicatioDi 
of Inf. Bap. pp. 1 — 3 J P. CljUikk's - Candid Reasoas,^ ^c. pj)* 
47— 70«« 
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ham from l^ing already abolished, it must con- 
tinue to exist^^ and continue in effect, till God lias 
completed the redemption of bis people.. 

The apostle Paul asserts, that " Jesus Christ 
. tvas a minister of the circumcision^^'* (Rom. xt» 
S.) In what sense can this be true ? Was he a 
iTiinii^er under, that covenant which was sealed 
with circumcision ? Or, was he administer of 
those persons who were under this covenant ? In 
either case, it would seem unquestionable, that 
the covenant with Abral>am-^the covenant for- 
merly \*ca/(ftf with circumcision, must be the gas- 
pel €(n)€nantm , 

Circumcision, as here suggested, was jndubita*' 
bly a scqI of the eovenarit with Abraham* It con- 
firmed to all who complied with the conditions of 
this covenant, their title to the blessings promised* 
But, says the Holy Spirit, " Circumcision was a 
jseal qf the righteousness of faith.'*^ (Rom* iv. 11.) 
It assured all who received it with right affections, 
that their faith was imputed for righteousness ^ 
or their sins forgiven. Certainly, therefore. Jus* 
tijication by faith^ or the forgiveness of sinsy was 
one of the blessings promised in the covenant . 
with Abraham, And a covenant which contains 
such a promise, must certainly comprise the cove- 
nant tf gracc-^f^r^Mvp J. follows his Antipedo- 
baptist brethren,* in supposing that circumcision 
was a seal of the righteousness of faith to none 
but Abraham. His reason is^— none but Abra- 
ham ever received circumcision directly from 
Ood ; and ^* none but God can seal the righteous- 
ness of faith. None but God can declare faith 
imputable for righteousness." (P. 24.) His mean- 

• Mr. ToMBES, Dr. Bai.dwii7, &c. This notion, says Mr. Fla- 
▼BL, WW first derived from Bjbllarbiine, an Italian Jesuit. 
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ing umloubtedly is—none but God can justify th* 
believer. None ** can forgive -sins but God 
only.*'~This sentiment, we admit, is trtte ; but 
It is not the sense of the passage in dispute. In 
this sense, circumcision was not a seal of the 
righteousness of faitb» even to Abraham. God 
did not give Abraham an interest in \\\% pardoning 
mercy ^ wh^n he gave him circumcision; for this 
holy man had been a pardoned, justified believer, 
many years previous to this event. . Wliathe gdve 
him at this time, was **a seal of the righteousness 
offaithy It was to be a visible token, not only 
in his flesh, but in the flesh of all those who should 
receive it in a proper manner, proclaiming to the 
world that their faith was imputed for righteous- 
ness, and their sins washed away. It was as 
much a seal of the righteousness of faith, in the 
flesh of Isaac, or Jacob, or any of the pious un- 
der the former dispensation, as it was in thevflesh 
of him who received it directly from God. This 
passage, therefore, furnishes conclusive evidence, 
that the covenant once sealed with circumcision 
comprises the covenant of grace, and is sti|^ the 
covenant of the visible church.* 

In various parts of the New-Testament, -be*, 
lievers are denominated Abraham's seed* ** If 
ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham^ s seedy and 
heirs according to the promise.^' (Gal. iii. 29p) 
In commenting on this passage, Mr. J. under- 
takes to show, why those who are Christ's, arc 
called the seed or children of Abraham. And 
the reason, he observes, is this—-" They are like 
Abraham^ in their character and conduct^ (P. 
23.) — ^We beg leave to ask whether this is a suf- 

♦S«e Dr. WoacKSTER's Letters lo Dr. BAL]>wiff, Let. ix. 
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ftcient reason. True believers resemble Noah, or 
Job, or Daniel, in character and conduct, as well as 
Abraham, If the reason he has given is the 
only or principal one in the case, may they not then 
with as much propriety be called the children of 
Noah, Job, or Daniel, as the children of Abra- 
ham ? Yea, may not believers at the present 
day with as much propriety be denominated the 
children of President Edwards, or Dr. Watts 
----and believers in future days, the children of 
Dr. Carey, or Dr. Baldwin— as the children 
of Abraham ?— — Were it not for the fetters of 
Mr. JiTDsbN^s new system, it would be matter of 
astonishment, that be could, in this place, mis- 
take the truth. Was it not a promise of the 
coveniint with Abraham, that he should be " a 
father of maf!^^ nations f or, which is the same, 
that believers of many nations should be his chiU 
dren ?* When, therefore, believing Gentiles — 
believers of many nations— are in the New- Tes- 
tament called his children, is there any difficulty 
in comprehending the reason of it ? Is it not 
manifestly because they are interested in those 
promises which were made to Abraham, and em- 
braced in that covenant of which he is the patri- 
archal head ?— In this interpretation we certainly 
arenot mistaken ; for we have the explicit coun- 
tenance and assent of the apostle Paul. Writing 
to the Gentiles, and calling Abraham their father, 
he quotes for his authority the covenant with 
Abraham. " I have made thee a father of many 
nationsJ*^ (Rom. iv. 17.) Was the apostle cor- 

* '• Now W€, brethren," says Paul, "are, as I«aac was, the chil- 
■clren of promise ;" or promised children, (Gal. iv. 28.) Abraham 
liad as explicit a promiBC,^ in the covenant, tJiat believing Gentiles 
should be hifl children, as he ever had that he should have a so^. 

8 
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rect ? Then, as long as Abraham is the father 
of believers-^-^iS long as they are denpminated 
his childreri'-^XhQ covenant with him must con- 
tinue in force, and continue to be accomplished. 
Mr. J. slides over this explicit testimony to 
the existehce of the Abrahamick covenant under 
the gospel dispensation, by asserting that here is 
only an allusion ; or, at moist, the promise of the 
covenant is quoted and applied by the appstle in 
only a secondary or figurative sense. (P. 25.)— 
But what right has he to assert, that this passage 
is merely alluded to, in a figurative sense ? Are 
not words and phrases to be taken in their original 
and most literal sense, unless the connexion rea- 
der some other hiterpretation necessary ? , And 
what necessity for any other interpretation here, 
unless it be t&e obliquity of Mr..iuDSON's sys- 
tern ? If his manner of sliding over this passage 
be admissible, no real connexion between the Old 
and New Testaments can, in atiy case, be sub- 
stantiated. A Jew might allege that the suffer- 
ings of Christ were not a direct fulfilment of the 
twenty-second Psalm, with as much propriety as 
Mr. J^ alleges, that the calling of saints the chil^ 
dren of Abraham^ is not in direct fulfilment of 
the covenant with Abraham.* 

♦ Th« calling of Christ out of Fgypt is represented by Matthew 
^\\, 15) as a fulfilment .of that declaration of Hosea — ^^ When Isr&d 
'Was a.child> then I loved him, and cafiedmy son out of Egypt, ^^ (xit !•) 
And the fact, that in the sufferings of Christ not a bone of him was 
broken, is represented by John (xix. 36) v» a fulMment of the deo 
laration concerning the paschnl lamb — ^^ A bene of him shall not be 
broken." (Ex. xii. 46.) Mr. J, supposes that the apostle refers to 
Ihe covenant with Abraham, just as Matthew and John refer, is 
tliese instances, to other parts of the Oid-Te^tament. (P. 35.)" 
Were this granted, the argument would be little impaired. If be 
believes Matthew and John, he believes the scriptures they refer to 
Y7«re never fulfilled, till they were fumiled.iA Christ. Both of tke9 
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. We shall introduce, in this connexion, but one 
passage more. Writing to the Hebrews, the 
apostle says—" When God made promise to 
Abraham, because he could sVwear by no greater, 
he svvare by himself, saying, Surely blessing, I 
will bless thee, and multiplying^ I will rqultipltf . 
M<f(?.....,..that by^two immutable things, in which 
it was Impossible for God to lie, rue might have 
strong consolation, wjio have fled for refuge, to 
lay hold upon the hope set before us." (Heb. vi, 
13 — 18.) — On this passage, we offer the two fol- 
lowing remarks. 1. Here is explicit reference to 
a promise of the covenant with Abraham, re- 
corded in th« seventeenth chapter of Genesis. 
2. These promises, and the covenant to which 
tKey belong, being afterwards confirmed by an 
oath, are now the covenant in which ChriHians 
stand. We are informed it was confirmed by au 
oath, " that....,.tr;^" — professirtg Christians — 
** might have strong consolatipn.'^ How could 
the confirmation of this covenant with an oath 
affgrd strong consolation to professing Christians, 
unless this is, in fact, the covenant in which Chris* 
Hans stand / 

We have now proved the continued existence 
of the covenant with Abraham, by inference*-^ 
from its having neroer been abolished'— ivova the 

testify, that the facts they relate came to pass, " that the scriptures 
might 4>e /uiJilUd,'*'^ (See Matth. ii. 15, and John xix. 36.) Uilklr. J. 
will allow that the calling o^ believers tlje children of Abraham, iit 
nkjuljiimertt of the coTenant with Abraham \ and that this covenant 
will continue in effect, and to be fuliilled, as long as believers are 
called after this manner; we need ask no more. — We do not, h6w* 
ever, grant that the references in question arexf ni/ar. Paul yndoubt* 
edly Referred to the covenant with Abraham, in its primary import. 
The prime im|)ort of the promise made to him was, that believ- " 
crs of all nations should l;>e his chiMren. We have no necessity, 
and of consequenpe no light, to understand the apostle in any otl)«r 
fiense. 
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nature of this covenant~-and from the concurrent 
testimony of the word of God. 

We add again, that it is expressly declared to 
be an everlasting covenant. " I will establish my 
covenant between me and thee, and thy seed after 
thee, for an everlasting covenant > to be. a God 
Unto thee, and to thy seed after thee." (Gen. 
XV ii. 7.) It is also referred to, in the New-Tes- 
tament, as to exist forever. " He hath holpen 
his servant Israel, in remembrance of hia mercy, 
as he spake to our fathers, to Abraham^ and to his 
seed forever y (Luke i. 55.) We have more- 
over proved, that this covenant comprises the 
covenant of grace. So long, therefore, as the r^- 
deemed subjects of grace continue in glory, the 
covenant with Abraham must continue in effect 
It will without doubt be stripped of its externai 
appendagesyWhGii these have become unnecessary, 
^t the end of time ; but the essentials of it will 
remain in full force foreven 

To this argument Mr. J. objects, that the term 
everlasting is often used to express a temporart/ 
duration. It may be so used in the covenant with 
Abraham. (P. 18.) — The term everlasting is 
never literally used to express a temporary dura- 
tion ; and vi^e have no right to depart from its 
literal acceptation without manifest necessity. 
Where, then, is the necessity of departing from 
it", in the case under consideration? To take for 
granted the existence of such necessity, is to take 
for granted the very point in dispute. Till this 
necessity can be • pointed out, it will be deemed a 
sotind argument in favour of the perpetuity of 
the covenant with Abraham, that it is declared to 
be everlasting. 
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SECTiaN III. 

TTie Infants of believing^ covenanting Parents 
are in a sense Members afthe Visible Church* 

THIS is our second inference from the fact 
already established, that the visible church has 
been under both dispensations the same body. It 
is not disputed that infants were constituted 
members <rf the church of Israel. They were 
embraced in the arms of the everlasting covenant, 
and entitled to all the privileges of W/hich their 
age was capable. If, then, the visible church is, 
at present, the Sname body with ancient Israel, the 
x^hijdren of believing^ covenanting parents are stilly 
in a similar sense j members of the church. No 
person, who admits the premises, can deny the 
justness of this conclusion.— The truth it em- 
braces Is capable of being established by a vari- 
ety of considerations. 

1« Children are slill connected in covenant with 
their covenanting parents. — It is undeniable, that 
the covenant yor/;w?r/y embraced not only parents, 
but their children. Its requirements respected 
them. Its promises reached them. Abraham 
musJt circumcise his children as well as himself. 
He must ^^ command his children and his house- 
hold after him," as well as pursue himself 
tlje patl^ of duty. And, on the other band, God 
promised to be their God as well ^s his. This 
covenant connexion of children with their pa- 
rents is recognized in every part of the Old-Tes- 
t4ment. * A multitude of passages to this purpose 

8* 
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might easily be adduced. *-^But whatever cpv- 
enant connexion children Tormerly enjoyed,^e 
children of believing parents enjoy still. We 
have proved that the covenant with Abraham is 
still in force; the covenant of the church has 
ever been the same. If the Jewish parent was 
bound in covenant to bring up his chiHlren for 
God, the Christian parent is under similar bonds. 
If the Jewish parent could plead a promise for 
his offspring, the Christian parent can plead the 
same. " The promise is to you and to your chil- 
dren." (Acts ii. 39.) This covenant connexion 
of children with their parents fully establishes a 
connexion between such children and the church. 
2. It is evident from prophecy^ that children 
must, under the present dispensation, be connect- 
ed with the visible church. It is predicted that 
at a certain period, probably near the Millennium, 
^* nations shall be born" to the church ; ** nations 
shall flow to it;" "the kingdoms of this world 
shall become the kingdoms of Christj^^ Eccf 
Was there ever a nation or kingdom which con- 
tained no children ? Manifestly these predictions 
can never be in their full extent accomplished, if 
children have no connexion with the church of 
Christ.-^Jeremiah, speaking with an ultimate ref- 
erence to the restoration of Israel " in the latter 
days," says, ** their children' shall be as aforetime.'*^ 
(Jer. XXX. 20, 24.) The children of these con- 
verted Jews, whose church- standing will uif- 
doubtedly be similar to that of converted Gen- 
tiles, must then " be, as aforetime," mefnbers of 
the^isible church. 

♦See particularly Dent. vil. 9, xxx. C, and x^^xi. 1?, 1?.; P?. 
XXKVii. 26, Ixxviii. 6—7, ciii. 17, .18, cxii. 1, 2; Prov. xx. 7, :txij, 
6, xxiii. 13, 14, xxix. 17 ; Is. xliv. 3, 4, lix. 51, Ixr. 23 ; Jer. xxxi'. 
39 5 Mai, ir, «, &c. t Is. Ixvi. 8, ii. 2 ; llev. xi. ir,. 
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S, That the children of covenanting parents 
are still in a sense members of the visible church, 
is also evident from declarations in the JVerv- Tes- 
tament.--SomG of our Saviour's friends, on a 
certain time, ^^ brought unto him in/ants, that he 
would touch them. And when his disciples saw 
it, they rebuked them. But Jesus jsaid, Suffer 
little children to come unto me, and forbid them 
not ; Jbr of such is the kingdom of Ood.^^ (Luke 
xviii. 15, 16.) It cannot be denied that these 
were literally little children. They are expressly 
c^\\^<di infants ; they were brought unto Christ 
m their parents'* armsy and they were taken up in 
his arms and blessed.* But " of such is the 
kingdom of God*^^ What does the phrase j " king- 
dom of Gody^ denote ? Does it denote the king- 
dom of future glory f If little children belong 
to this kingdom, they belong to Christ; and 
ought to be members of his church on earth. 
Or does it denote, according to its most usual 
signification in the four evangelists, the visible 
church ? In this sense, it is explicitly in our 
favour, and needs no comment. " Suffer little 
children to come unto me, and forbid them not ; 

for of such is my visible church^ In order to 

evade this argument, Mr. J. contends that the 
phraseology will admit of another construction. 
" Of such is the kingdom of God"— not, says 
he, "of such in age or size ; but of such in the 
'moral temper of heart ; in humility and docility 
of (ifsposition.^^ (P. 30.) — Suppose we admit this 
interpretation. Little cloildren, then, have a "cS^ 
position^^^ a *'* moral temper of heart ^^'^ which jits 
them for heaven^ and without which none can he 

'!*<;ornpare Malth. xix. IH, and Mark Xi IC. 
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fitted for heaven^ Will it not foltow tfiat thejr 
are fit for the church of God on earth ? Is the 
church below holier than the church above ? — 
This interpretation, however, is not admitted. It 
fixes the utmost absurdity on our Saviour's con-- 
duct. " Why should he be very angry with his 
disciples for forbidding infants in years to be 
brought to him,'' because an humble disposition 
^vas necessary in grown persons^ to fit them for 
his kingdom ?* 

Our Saviour, at another time, having taken a 
little child in his arms, said to his disciples — 
" Whosoever shall receive one of such children 
iri my name^ receiveth me." (Mark ix. 37. J 
What are we to understand by receiving a little 
child in Chrises name ? Let our Saviour be his- 
own interpreter. Within three or four verses, he 
says ^gain— ^" Whosoever shall give you a cup of 
water to drink, in my name^ because ye belong 
to Christy*^ &c. (V. 41.) To receive a little 
child in Chrisfs name^ is, therefore, to receive it, 
because it belongs to Christ. Is not the member- 
ship of little children, in this passage, incontesta* 
bly established ? 

The apostle, Paul wrote to his Corinthian 
brethren as follows : *' The unbelieving husband 
is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife 
is sanctified by the husband ; else were your 
children, unclean ; but noxtf are they iioly.^^ 
(1 Cor, vii. 14.}— It is obvious to remark, that if 
children are holy when only one parent is a .be«^ 
liever, they must certainly be holy when both 
parents are believers. Hence all the children of 

* Dr. Galk, a distinguished Baptist, honest] j concedes, that tlie 
phrase, "£/■ «f//' refcw to infontt iu ytaru (Hefleetioj^^ OE WAt^^ 
p. 421.) 
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btiicving parei>ts iii Corinth, and indeed all the 
children of such parents throughout the earth, 
are here, b}' divine authority, pronounced Ao/y. 
But in what sense ? The term holy is used in 
only two senses in the sacred writings. It always 
expresses either an internal or external, a real or 
a relative holiness. It is not pretended that the 
children of believers- are reallt/ and internally 
holy* The holiness ascribed to them is therefore 
a visible or relative holiness. They are called 
holy, because of their peculiar appropriation to 
God* They are called holy, because of their con* 
nexion with the visible cr/zi/r^A.— ^But Mr. J. 
objects, that the same holiness which belongs to 
the child, is ascril^ed to the unbelieving parent, 
lie *' is sanctiJiecV* by the believer. (P. 31.)-t-Is 
this tlile case ? The word holy is an adjective— a 
part of speech which characterizes* The pas- 
sive verb, " is sanctified^'* is entirely different. 
This, to be sure, expresses an effect ; but it may 
not extend to character. One or two examples 
will make the idea familiar. We often pray that ' 
afflictions might be sanctified* The intention is 
not that they should be made holy afflictions. 
" Every creature of God is good, and nothing to 
be refused, if it be received with thanksgiving ; 
for it is sanctified by the w^d of God and pray- 
er. '' (1 Tim. iv. 4, 5.) Every creature of God 
does not in this way become a holy cfeature. 
Neither^does the unbelieving parent become a 
holy parent, in any legitimate acceptation of the 
term, by being united in matrimony with one 
who believes. H§ is sanctified by or (&) to the 
believer, as every creature is sanctified by the 
word of God and prayer ; but the whole discourse 
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of the apostle proceeds on the supposition, that ' 
he still is both really and visibly unholy. 

What is Mr. Judson^s interpretation of this 
passage ? He supposes the apostle to conclude, 
frona the acknowledged fact that their children . 
.were not unclean, but holy, that the unbeliever 
was so sanctified to the believer, tliat their " co- 
habitatiop was lawful marriage," (P. 3L)-^In 
respect to what, was the lawfulness of their mar- 
riage ever questioned ? Not, surely, in respect 
to the civil laws of Corinth, The believer never 
supposed he violated these laws, by continuing 
his connexion with the unbeliever. The ques- 
tion, then, must have respected the laws of God* 
The Corinthian brethren knew, that God's an- 
cient covenant people had been forbidden not only 
to be joined with strangers, but to continue such 
connexions after they were formed. (Ezra x. S.j 
They knew, also, that the offspring of these illicit 
connexions had been considered unclean, out of 
covenant, and as not belonging to ** the holy 
seed." (Ezra ix. 2.) Let it be granted, then, if 
Mr. J. wishes it, that the Corinthian believers, 
who were married to unbelievers, called in ques- 
tion the legality of continuing such connexions ; 
and that the apostle, for their satisfaction, refer- 
red theYn to the well- known fact, that their chit 
dren had not been rejected as unclean, and out 
of covenant, but had been publickly recognized 
as branches of the holy seed.— If this interpreta- 
tion is at all different from ours, it certainly is not 
less favourable to our cause. In either case, thp 
membership of infants is. clearly established.* 

*See Poole, Henrt, Guise, Doddridge, and Scott, on this 
disputed passage ; also, Atr%T|2S^s View «f Uj« Church, pp. 231 — 236* 
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4. The epitk^ts and phrases applied in scrip- 
ture to the children of covenanting parents, clearly 
evince thei;- membership with the visible church* 
They are spoken of generally in the same terms 
with their parents. Are covenanting parents 
jstyled believers; so are their children. (Matth. 
xviii. 6.) Are they called disciples ; so are then- 
children. (Matth. X. 42.) Arc they called the 
children of God ; so are their children. (Ez, 
xvi. 2L) Are they members of the kingdom of 
God ; so are their childrfen. (Mark x. 14.) Are 
ihey called holy ; so are their children. (1 Con 
vii. 14.) Are they called saints ; so are their 
<jhildren.* In shorty if it can be proved from the 
terms and phrases used in relation to believing 
parents, that they* are members of the church of 
Christ, it can be proved with equal clearness that 
jtheir children ^e members with them. 

,5. There is evidence from j^r^jr recorded in 
ihe New- Testament^ that the children of belie v. 
jng parents are in a sense members of the church. 
In the first days of the new dispensation, believ.- 
.crs wer<e a body by themselves, were called the 
xhurch, and their property was vested in a com-^ 
iTion stock;* Were not diildren associated with ^^^ 
their parents ? Would the Christian parent vest 
all his proj>erty in the common stock, and cast 
Jiis infant children/ on the mercy of the world ? 
The idea is revolting. It is beyond all contro^ 
yersy, that in these early days chik|||cn were as- 
sociated and Qonnectcd with the visible church of 
Christ. 

Another fact which deserves notice is, that the 
Jewish converts continued, for many years, to cir- 



* Compare Eph. i. l^with vL 1. See Lathhop^s Disooujrses; cfi> 
Bap, p. 58, 
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ciatncise their children, under # the immediate 
charge aiul direction of the apostIe$. This is ex- 
.pressly admitted by^ Mr. J. (p. 26.) and is indeed 
too evident to be denied. Nearly thirty years 
after the ascensicm of Christy the great church at 
Jerusalem, which consisted of "many thou- 
sands," and was under the pastoral charge of the 
holy apostle James, were not a little disgusted 
when they were informed of Paul, that he had 
taught the Jews- " not to circumcise their chil- 
dren.'' (Acts xxi. 20, 21.) What does this fact 
prove ? Undoubtedly, that the children of these 
believing Jewish parents were members with thent 
of the visible church of Christ. Had the Jewish 
and Christian churches been distinct; had their 
covenant and ordinances been distinct ; and had 
it been the intention of the apostles forever to 
separate children from the church of God ; they 
never would have been instrumental in the cir- 
cumcision of these children. Thev would as 
soon have encouraged the converted Gentiles to 
persist in the worship of their idol gods. 

6. If any thing could add to this weight of 
evidence in favour of the church- membership of 
children with their believing parents, the testi- 
mony of history might be advantageously addu- 
ced, It is certain that, from the earliest'ages of 
Christianity to the present time, this sentiment 
has been constantly and almost universally main- 
tained. It nHs taught by He R Mas, whose name is 
mentioned by Paul, (Rom. xvi. 14,) and who is 
said to have written his Pastor before John vvrott 
his gospel. He saw certain stones, which had been 
taken out of the deep, and fitted into the building 
— the church; and was told by an angel, that 
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these represented members ki the first or infant 

-ege. "All inJhntSf^^ says he, "are in honour 

with the Lord, and are esteemed^r*^ of alL^^^-^ 

It was taught by Justin Martyr, who wrote 

within about forty years of the apostolick age. 

" Several persons among us,''* says he, " of sixty 

or seventy years old, who were made disciples to 

Chmt in their infancy^ do continue uncorrupt."t 

These infants must have been made the disciples 

of Christ, and become members of his churchy 

full twenty years before the death of the apostle 

John. — The same also was taught by lRjENiEus% 

Speaking of Christ, he says, " Me passed through 

every age. For infants he became an inftnt, that 

Jie might sanctify infantsJ*^X Whether internal 

or external sanctification is here intended, the 

membership of infants is strongly implied. 

From these early days down to the present 
peribd, we find infant membership constantly 
iind almost imiversally asserted. It has been ad-^ 
mitted by the Greeks, the Latins, the Episcoj^a- 
4ians, and by most denominations of Protestant 
Dissenters. 

To this body of evidence on the subject, Mr. J. 
iinally objects, that our principles and practice 
are at variance. (P. 31.)— -We do not altogether 
admit y and we need n^t altogether deny^ the 
-charge. To our own Master we stand or falk 
Wheii ^le returns to the faith from whicii he has 
departed, and is ready to allow the membership of 
infants, it will more immediately concern htm to 
inquire, what is the proper irtatment of infont 
*nemt)ers. 

♦In AvSTii^ View of (he Church, p. 241. 

t In Tc^r'oou, on laf. Bap, p. 31. 
^In NYALL^s'ljtist. Inf. Bap. v%A, i. chap. »iK 
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Sectio^n IV. / . 

Baptism is pow Substituted in the place of Cir* 

cumcision. 

THIS is our #Ar>rf inference from the fact/ that 
the visible church has been under both dispensa*- 
tions the same..-— "Circumcision was anciently 
an instituted pre-requisite to a regular standing ia 
the visible church.''* Those who were bom 
membefs must be circumcised, or be cut off from 
their people. And those who were proselyte^^ 
must be circumcised, before they could be regu- 
lar members.--^Notwithstanding ihQmamj^st cor- 
jrectness of this position, Mr. J. cannot pass it 
without cayil. "Circumcision," says he, "was 
not pre-requisite to a regular standing, in the 
church ; o^trw'istjeniales were not Ycgulor ifiem^ 
bers.^-^ (P. 27.)r--The force of this objection 
may be instantly tested, mid on .his ow^ princi- 
ples. ^^Circumcision," he observes, "chiefly 
signiied, that the subject was interested in that 
covenant which God made with Abrahanu" {P. 
27.) iHad Jc^wish female§, then, no interest in 
that covenant which God .made with their father 
Abraham ? Again, *'X!ircumcision separated 
the, Jew&fromthe Gentile world;" .(P. .27.) And 
were not the Jewish fenvales separated from the 
Gentile world ?*— If Mr. J. will not affirm, in face j 
of all evidence, that Jewish females had no inter- j 
€st in the covenant with Abraham, and no sepa- : 
ration from the idolatrous Gentiles, he must ad- i 
mit that the objection here considered is perfectly ! 

f Dr. W^oRCESTSlk^s Letters, p. 80. ; 
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ftitile. Gircumcision- was, beyonfl all controver- 
sy, pre-requisite to a regular standing in the 
church under the former dispensation. Is not 
baptism pre* requisite to a regular standing in the 
church under the present dispensation? Will 
M*-. J. admit any toavTCgular standing without 
it ?---We have before proved that the church has 
ever been the same. Since, then^ baptism is now, 
what circumcision formerly was, pre-requisite to 
a regular standing in this church, it is perfectly 
impossible to avoid concluding, that the former is 
substituted for the latter. 

The same truth nwy be conclusively argued 
from the feet established in these pages,* that the 
covenant with Abraham w still the covenant of the 
ehurch. Of this covenaot, circumcision was for- 
merly the token. This is decided by God him- 
self. (Gen* xvii. 11.) But circumcision is now 
abolished y and baptism, an ordinance of the same 
church, arid of course under the same covenant^ 
has been instituted. Has not baptism, then, ta- 
ken the place of circumcision, as the visible token 
©f the ^covenant with Abraham? In order to 
solve^this inquiry, we muA determine whether 
these ordinances are of sithilar import. Merely 
tlie external ceremony is of no consequence in 
either. The relation they hold, both to each oth- 
er and to the covenant,^ must be determined en- 
tirely by their internal signification* 

Circumcision, as a token of the covenant, was 
both a sign and a seaL^ As a sign^ it was em- 
blematical of the circumcision of tiie heart, or 
regeneration. ** Circumcision is of the hearty 
in the spirit j and not in the letter." (Rom. ii. 29.} 

• See Section ii. Part ii. 
t Thii & oertain from Rom. ir. 1 1, to which the reader is referred* v 
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As a seat^ it confirmed " the righteousness of 
faith," or the covenant of grace. It proclaimed 
to the world, that all who had voluntarily sub- 
mitted to it, with suitable feelings of heart, were 
entitled to every favour proniised in this cove- 
nant, and especially that their faith was imputed 
for righteousness* Such was the import of cir- 
cumcision. Is not that of baptism precisely simi- 
lar ? This, tcfe, is both a sign and a seal. As a 
sign^ it is an emblem of the washing of regene- 
ration, or the baptism of the Holy Ghost. It 
therefore signifies the isame as circumcision. 
Does it not also seal the s£^me ? Those who sub- 
mit to this ordinance with suitable feelings of 
heart, may be humbjy sure that their faith is im- 
puted for righteousness, and that they are entitled 
to all the blessings of the covenant of grace.— 
We have now shown, that when the ancient token 
of the covenant with Abraham was abolished, an 
ordinance was established in the chwrcH,, and ap* 
pended to the same covenant^ of a precisely sirm^ 
lar importp How, then, is it possible to resist the 
conclusion, tluit this latter is substituted Tor tlie 
former ! How shall we avoid concluding, that 
l)aptism is now, what circumcision formerly 
was, the token ^ the covenant xvith Abraham!^ 
To what has been, said, Mr. J. objects j that 
" circumcision, as it was commanded to be ad- 
ministered among the Jews,,*^ did not " signify 
that the subject was regenerated.^' (P. 27.) Nor 
have we said it did. We have said that circum- 

♦The following remarks are from the pen of the excellent Mr* 
G£OB,GK S. Fab£R. ^^ Clrcumcision and baptism are two sacra- 
mental eigos, of exactly the same import. They must tf erefore, to. 
all eifectiTe purposes, be mutually the same with each other : for 
a sign, being altogether arbitrary, if it bad pleaied God to shadow out 
regeneration by a hundred different signs, all these hundred signs would 
still c<>nstitute but a single sacraafient,'' (Sermons, vol. \^ Serin, ix.) ' 
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cision in the flesh was an emblem of the circum« 
'cision of the heart, or regeneration ; and that all 
who voluntarily submitted to this ordinance, ac- 
cording to its true import,^ must be regenerated 
persons. This is widely diflferent frpm saying, 
that circumcision certainly signified that the^sub- 
jects of it were regenerated. — Mr. J. says of bap- 
tism, that the subjects of it herein " signify their 
fellowship with Christ in death and resurrection, 
and their being washed from sin.** (P. 27.) 
Does, then, baptism certainly signify that all the 
subjects of it really have " fellowship with Christ,** 
and have been " washed from sin ?** Did it sig- 
nify this, when administered to Simon Magus ?* 
The scriptures clearly countenance the idea, 
that baptism is substituted in the place of circum- 
cision. Writing'^ to the Phiiippians, the apostle 
says, "Beware of the eoncimn,^^ (those per!kons 
who lay an exorbitant stress oa the rite of cir- 
cumcision,) " for w^**— we who havci been bap- 
tized-^" are the circumciston^ which worship 
God iathe spirit.** (lii. 2, 3.) And to the Co- 
lossians; he says, " Ye are cjjrcumcised with the 
circumcision made without hands,, in putting off 
the body of the sins of the flesh, by the circum- 
cision of Christ, buried with him. in baptism.^^ 
(ii. 11, 12.) The force of his language is, ", Ye 
are circumcised^ being baptizecL^^ Mr. J. ob- 
serves respecting, this latter passage, that " since 

• MH". J. reprcsenta baptism hs^^Macirf worskip,^^ (P. 27. I3 
tfai» coDsUtent ? In an act of worship, the subject muet be attm,^ 
In baptism, he is uniformly represented to be passive, ^^ Arise and 
it ^tf^Axei.^^'— -^-^Ithough we do not altogether deny the^validitv of 
immersiom^ still this mode is- liable to the same objection, as the mea 
that baptism is an ^^ act 0/ worsbip.^^ It makm the rvctjftt^n/ the 
agent. The subject is, in this case, applied to the water, and lio* 
the water' to the subject. The personis adimnistered to the element,, 
■id not the.* el^ent.to tl^ pexsoiw 

9* 
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the apostle is here speaking of spiritual circum- 
cision and spiritual baptism, both of which had 
been received by theColossians," it b impossi- 
ble to Infer from it, " that external baptism has 
eome in the place of external circumcision," (Pi 
28.)— We admit, that the apostle is here speak* 
ing of spiritual circumcision and spiritual bap« 
tism ; and he represents them ta be the same*. 
Since, then, these two ordinances are spirituaUy 
the same^ and since the one was instituted in the 
church on the removal of the other; we see na 
diflEiculty in drawing a conclusive inference, that 
the one is now substituted^in the place cfthe other ^ 

That the primitive fathers believed and taught 
the substitution ctf baptism in the room of. cir- 
cumcision, will be abundantly evident from the 
following qiic^ationsi 

Jhstin Martyr. **We have not received 
this carnal circumcision, but the spiritual circum- 
cision ; and we have received it by baptism^ It 
is allowed to aU j&er«?n^^'-— infants and adults— 
*' to receive it in the same way.*^* 

Cyprian. *' Christ has^ given us baptism^ 
the spiritual cireumcisionf^^^f 

Austin. "We may make an estimate how 
much ^ptism avails infonts, by the eireumcisiort 
which God's people formerly received."! 

' Basil. " A Jew does not delay circumcision,, 
because of the threatening, that every soul that is 
not circumcised the eighth day shall be cut oflT 
from his people ;, and do&t • thou put off the cir^ 

♦ In Dr. WoRcxsTM'l^ljetters to Dr. Bai^iivin, p, 118. Th^ date*' 
•f the fathers her^ quoted are as follow :— J vsTiir wrote withiji' 
%b«tit 40, Ctpriah within 150, and* AvsTiir, Basil, and Chai^ 
ftoSTOM, within 270 years of th» apostolick age. 

t In Reed^s Apology, p. 274. 
4l^^<'*'K^^''CK^> DiscourseHtfi Inf. ^a^. p'» 2^. 
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tumeiston made without handsy* which is per* 
formed in daptism^ when thou hearest our Lord 
himself saj, Verily, verily I say unto you, ex- 
cept one be bom of water and the Spirit, he can 
not enter into the kingdom of God ?^'t 

C H R Y s 01 TOH* ^ Our ^tcumciswny I mean the 
grace of baptism^ gives cure without pain, and 
procures to us a thousand benefits. And it has 
no determinate time, as the ancient circumcision 
had ; but one that is in the very beginning of his 
age," fsureiy, tficn, an injhnty] ** or one that is 
in the middle of it, or one that is in his old age, 
may receive this eirctimcision made without 
Aa^/'t--"*~"I^ is decisive proof that the primi* 
tive fathers considered baptism in the place of 
circumcision, that in the early days of the coun- 
cil of Carthage,^ nearly seventy bishops were 
convened to determine whether baptism might be 
administered to children sooner than circumcis* 
ion, or previous to the eighth ^ay.^ 

We shall conclude this section, by noticing 
some objections which have been urged against 
the sentiment, that ba|)ti$m is now substituted in 
the place of circumcision. 

Mr« J. objects, that this substitution is not 
urged, as might have been expected, in answer to 
those Judaissing teachers who were for enforcing 

* This application of the phrase— '^^ circuiDcision made without 
hands*^ — and a similaf one in the 8ucc«eding quotation from Crry- 
fOSTOM^ show how the £^thers understood the apostle in Col. ii. 11, 12. 
tin Dr. Worcester's Letters to Dr. BALj>wiir, p. 118. 
X A. D. 253, or 15S years aftee the apostolick age. 

^ It is always urged by those Baptists who advocate close commum 
*iM, that unbaptized pefrsons should be prohibited the Lord^s table,, 
because uncircumcised persons were prohibited the Passover. U'* 
this arpiment has any force, it itiplie^ i he- substitution of baptism, in tfu 
fU^ of wcwm.rjtt* (Se« BooTa's Apology, p. 143.) 
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circumcision on the Gentiles. (P. 26*)— ITiese 
teachers wished to enforce on Gentile converts, 
not only circumcision, but the whole ritual law. 
** Ye must be circuificised,. and keep the law of* 
MosesJ^^ (Acts XV. 5,) It would, then, neither 
have satisfied their minds, rxoc silenced their op- 
position, to have urged that baptism had- been 
substituted for circumcision* The grand diffi^ 
Gulty had stiU remained--^" Ye must keep the 
itw.^* It appears that, as far as. the proposed an- 
swer would have availed with these teachers, it 
' was really given them* It was authoritatively 
determined in apostolick councU, that the Gen« 
tile believers— i-those who had bcea bapttzed^^ 
had no need to be cir^mmeised. (Acts x.v. 24.) 

Mr. L also tells us,, that the Jewish^ believers 
knew nothing of^this substitution; for "they 
continued,, under the direction of the apostles^ ta 
circumcise their children." (P; 26.) — Why did 
any of the apostles encourage or suffer their Jew- 
ish converts to circumcise their children ? Not, 
surely, because they considered circumcision stilt 
binding... They did it from a commendable ten- 
derness, in things indifierent,. tothe long estab* 
lished customs and prejudiceis of their brethren. 
And this tenderness, which would prompt them 
for a time to tolerate,, or eveaeacourage circume 
eision, must certainly prompt them not to enlarge 
on the substitution, of baptism ia its place. , 

It ^ is alsa urged>. that baptism cannot have- 
come in ihe place of circumcision,, since the 
totter was applied to none but males* (P. IT*)-^ 
But why was circumcision applied exclusively 
to males ? Not, surely, because of any diing ia 
ti'^ internal Amport^yf]\ii^\\ unfitted it to be admin- 
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istered to females; for these were included ifi 
the covenant with Abraham^ and (notwithstand^ 
ing they bore not the external mark) were really ' 
of the circumcision, as much as the males.* The 
mily reason why circumcision was not applied to 
females, was because of the peculiar natore of the 
external cerement/* God in infinite wisdom in- 
stituted a token of his covenant under the former 
dispensation, which it was naturally impossible 
should be applied to females. In the exercise of 
the same wisdom, he has instituted a token under 
the present dispensation, which can be applied to 
females as well as mules. Because he did not- 

{perform an impossibility once;, may he not per- 
bi*m a possibility now ? Or, in the words of Mr, • 
FjLAVEL, "cannot baptism stand in the place of 
circumcision, j^ecaiise it answers all its ends^ 
with an advantage ?^''-\ — ^— We admit that, un- 
der the former dispensation, a distinction obtain- 
ed between males and females, in respect to some 
divine institutions. But this distinction is now 
generally repealed. " There is neither Jew nor 
Greek; there- is neither bond nor free j there i& . 
neither male nor Jemale.^^ (Gat iii. 28.) Both 
sexes participate equally in Christ, and may have 
equal access to all the outward ordinances qf hit 
kingdom. { 

It is objected again, that if baptism has come 
in the place of circumcision, then servants^ as well 

* God speaks of the Jewish daughters, as his covenant children^ 
(EiEek. xvi. 20, 21 » See also Deut. xxiK. 11^ 12.) No uncireuf/v^ 
cued pers^ was allowed to eat of the Passover. Yet /iemaies par^ 
took of it, as TVell as males. (Ex. xii. 47, 49.) 

t Works, vol. ii. p. 456* 

X ^^ The law made a difference between male and female, the males 
0nly being circumcised; but if is ttot so Bt^w." '(^^''^^ on Gal. iii. 28.) 
See, also, to the same purpose,^ Poole, Gvisx, Doddridqjg:, and 
Macknight, on the place. 
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as children, must be baptized; Abraham w^ 
commanded to circumcise him that was " bought 
with money of any stranger, which was not of his 
seed/' (P. 17.) The case of the southern plant-, 
crs and their slaves has been urg.ed in this connex- 
ion with peculiar pathos^ Certain practices 

were tolerated under the former dispensation,, 
which are at present utterly disallowed. Such were 
polygamy^ slavery^ Sqc. Unless it can be prov- 
ed, that the New- Testament authorizes the hold^ 
ing ofslaves^ and of consequence, the slave tradey 
the case, so far as it is objectionable, can never 
occur. 

It is still farther objected, that on the ground 
"we have taken, baptism cannot be lawfully ad^ 
ministered to children sooner or later than the 
eighth day. *^ He that is eight day^ old^ shall be 
circumcised among you.^'* (P. 17.)— The reason- 
why circumcision, was enjoined on the eighth 
day, is ctearly expressed in the ritual. "If a 
woman have borne a man child, she shall be un^ 
clean seven days ; and on the eighth day he shalt 
be circumciseaJ" (Lev. xii. 2, 3.) On account of 
the mother's cMicleanness, her child could not lie at 
her breast, or even touch her, till after seven days,^ 
without contracting ceremonial pollution. On 
the eighth day it must be circumcised. The lan- 
guage of the covenant was then virtually this-— 
^^ Let the child be circumcised as sopn^ as possi' 
ble.^^ Such is its language dtill, in respect ta 
baptism* 
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Sectiok v. 

^he Infant Children of believing^ eavenanimg Pa^ 

rents are to be baptized. 

THIS, it will be recollected, b the great pcnnl; 
. in dispute. And this is a proposition, the truth 
of which may be argued, from what has been es- 
tablished in each of the preceding sections. 
. If the Christian ^hurCTisig the same \yith the 
chui:ch of Israel, in which children were .visibly 
xledicated to God, then it must be concluded 

that THET. ARE TO B£ DEXXICATED STILL. 

If the covenant with Abraham, the token of 
.iivhich belonged, to .'the ofFsjiring of those interest* 
ed in it, is still the covenant of the visible church, 

then THE KEMBERS OF THIS CHURCH ARjE 

SriLL UKDiER SOLEMN OBI.IGATIOKS TO AP^ 

4»LY THIS TOKiN .TO T.il£^R INJFANT .CHIL- 

,DREN. 

If the children- of believing parents are still 
members of the visible- church, as, they were 
members of the church of Israel, then they 

MUST BE PROJtER S0SSJECT5 .OE THAT RlTJS 
WHICH IS AN INSTITUTED J^RE-REqUISITE 
TO REGULAR IfEMBERSHIP.* 

« Above* all; if baptism is now substituted in 
the place of circumcision, which was applied by 
a divine command to the seed of covenanting pa- 
rents, then THE SAME DIVINE COMMAND 
3INDSTHE COVENANTING PARENT TO AP- 

♦ " Let it be proircd,'' says Dr. Gill, " that infants are, or ought 
.^0 be, members of gospel churches, and we are ready to adn^t theia,^ 
•'i* fit to baptisiD. (Answer to Dicjuvfiov, p. 89.) 
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tty fiAPTISMAL WATER TO HIS INTAKT Oir- 
SPRING.* 

Here is the foundation of Infant Baptism ;— a 
foundation firm and immoveable as the word and 
•covenant of HIM who cannot lie. On this broad 
basis, the ordinance, without doubt, will rest un- 
shaken, till the end of time. 

What remains is to introduce some ^olldtered 
evidence in favour of the proposition here estab- 
lished, that the children* of believing, covenant- 
ing parents are proper subjects of baptism, 

!• The sentiment contained in this proposition 
is highly rationat. Would not a good Prince 
wish that the children of a beloved and faithful 
friend should be placed in a peculiarly near rela- 
tion to himself? And shall it not be supposed 
that the Best of Beings will regard • with tokens 
of peculiar favour the children of his covenant 
friends ? Will he not grapt them some specidi 
pledge of love ? Will he take his people under 
the shadow of his winig^s, and make no special pro- 
vision for the welfare of their offspring ? In his 
care of the sheep, will he forget the Jambs of his 
flock ?-— And how reasonable that the pious pa- 
rent should wish to place his children under the 
special cans and protection of Jehovah ; that he 
should wish publickly to dedicate th^m to the 
God who gave them, and bind himself by sd* * 
cmn vows to bring them up for him.f 

* Dr. Hopkins represents those who require another di\ine com- 
mand to satisfy them on this point, as imitators of ^^^alaam ; who 
did not rest satisfied with the decision which God had once made^ 
respecting his going to curse Israel^ but required that he shouid 
speak again, if he really did forbid his doing iU^^ (System of Di* 
yinity, vol. ii. p. 318.) 

• t The li^ht, o) natutt instnicted some of the wiser heathen natiows 
to practise a nte which resembles infant baptism, ^^ It waji the ci»- 
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.2.^1^ii€ nwJogy of God's covenant dealings in 
jpast ages evinces the propriety of infant baptism. 
In all the covenants he has hitherto made_ with 
men, children have been included with their cov- 
enanting parents* Thus., it was in the covenant 
with Adam; in the covenant with^, Noah; in 
the covenant with Abraham ; and in the covenant 
with David« He dealt favourably with the chil- 
dren of Lot, for their father's sake i and he de- 
clares himself a God keeping covenant with his 
friends, "to a thousand generations."* How 
very unlikely, then, letthecovenantof theChris- 
tian church be what it may^ tliat God has swerv- 
ed from the invariable economy of his covenant 
dealing in other ages, and has now cut off chil- 
dren from any kind of connexion in covenant 
with their believing parents ! 

3. If infant baptism is without foundation in 
scripture, . then the present dispensation is less 
highly privileged ihdii^ that which has passed, away. 
It is a precious privilege to the enlightened Chris- 

; tian parent, to bring his belqved children to Christ ; 

:. publickly resign tliem into his hands ; promise ta 

I educate them according to his precepts ; and see 
affixed to tliena the token of his holy covenant. 
Believing parents formerly enjoyed this privilege.- 
How unreasonable, then, the supposition, that 
they are bereft of it now ! Under this last, ancL 

i brightest,^ and best dispensation of the gospel^ 

I torn of the Romans^' on the nintii day from the child's birth, (which 
Was called the lustrical^ or day of putijication^) for its friends and re- 
lations to brin^ it to the temple, and before the altai-s of the gods ta 

gnre it a namr;, and recbmmend it to the protection of some tutelar 
deity, ' ~ ' - - - 




©fcn. six. 12^ Deut. vii. 9. 
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when it might be expected that privileges were 
uniformly increased, and burthehs diminished, 
how unreasonable the supposition, that believers 
arc cut off from an invaluable privilege, which 
was secured to them even by the Mosaick ritual ! * 

4. Had children been deprived of their con- 
nexion with the church, and interest in the cov- 
enant, under the Christian dispensatioii, be&eving 
Jewish parents^ in the days df the apostles, would 
undoubtedly have complained. Many thousands 
of the Jews in these days believed, who were all 
zealous of the law. Tenacious of their former 
burthens^ would they cheerfully relinquish their 
accustomed j^nvi/eg-fty ? Prepared to " wrangle 
for a rite, quarrel for a fast, and almost fight for a 
new moon,^'t would they consent to see their 
children excluded the covenant of promise, and 
x:ut off from their accustomed connexion with 
the church of God, without a struggle ? Yet we 
never hear a word of complaint* There never 
was any objection to the gospel, by friend or foe, 
on ground like this. We arrive, therefore, to a 
moral certamty^ that under the present dispensa- 
tion, as under the ancient^ the children of cov- 
enanting parents are to be pubUckly dedicated to 
God. ^ 

5. The Jewish proseltfte baptism furnishes us 
with a conclusive argument in favour of the bap* 
tism^ of children with their parents.— It is a feet, 
that in our Saviour's time, and forages previous, 
the Jews had been accustomed not only to cir- 
cumcise their proselytes, but also to baptize them, 
together widi their children. The reality of 3uch. 
a practice is implied in a question which was ad- 

* Ste Ley. in. 3* tP. Edwards* Candid Reasons, &c. p. 62. 
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dressed to John, by those who had been sent 
froni Jerusalem t© ascertain who he was* , ** fFky 
^ptizest thouy if thou be not the Christ, neither 
EJias, neither^ that prophet ?"* (John !• 25,) 
The Jiquiry was hot, " What new rite is this t'^ 
but, ;J* Why do you administer it ?" Xhey had 
been uniformly acquainted with the ordinance of 
baptism; but if John, was " not the Christ, nei- 
ther Elius, neither that prophet," they were ig- 
norant of th<^ authority on whiUi he had under^ 
taken to baptize, * 

This proselyte baptism most probably took its 
rise from the baptism of Israel " in the cloud gnd 
in "the sea." If the religion of Jews required the 
baptism of their whole congregation in so mirac- 
ulous a manner by God himself, they might rea- 
sonably conclude it required the baptism of those 
who came over to at from the worship of idols, f 

As the existence of this proselyte baptism is. 
denied by Mr. Judson, (p. 32,) we shall be ex- 
cused in our attempt to establish it by the follow- 
ing authorities* 

Babylonian TALMtJD.J "Thatwasacom- 
mon aSiom, b^sm b^W "ly •« VA, No man is a 
proselyte, until he be circumcised and baptized. 
-^ — "--They baptize a little proselyte*^ (an infant) 
" according to the judgment of the Sanhedrim."} 

*In oar interpretaiioti of this passage, we follow Ligktfoot, 
Heitrt, DoDBxUiioE, md Dr. Apam Ci«arkb. Baptism for pros* 
tlytism was denominated amon^^ the jews r^TM /l7^iB> in dietJnc* 
tion from XT\i JiTyOi ^^ washing for imcUaniuss^ (Lightfoot.) 

t Sec WiTsiu^' Economy of the Covenants, rol. iii. p. ^7. 
JThe Mishnaf.or text of this Talmud, ''was composed, accord* 
»i^ to the unanimous testtmonjr of the Jews, about the close of the 
second century.'^ (Encypjopedia, in article Talmud. Buck's Thc- 
01. Die, in todem,) 

f Ib Liqhtfoqt's Horn H§bnucae, on MAtlli. m. wd xxriii. 
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AsBiAN, a philcxsopher and disciple of Epic* 
TETuSi who flourished in the second century, 
testifies, *'that the Jews admitted their pxoselytes 
by bathing.^'^ 

M A I M o N I D E s. " Whenever any |ieathen will 
betake himself, and be joined to the covenant of 
Israel, and place himself tinder the wings of die 
Divine Majesty, and take upon him the yoke of 
the law; voluntary circumcision, and baptism^ 
and oblation are required. But if it be a woman, 
baptism tixid oblatioft." — This eminent Jew, speak- 
ing of the multitudes who were made proselytes 
in the reigns of David and Scdomon, before pri- 
vate men> says, the Sanhedrim " would not cast 
themout of the church, because they had been hap- 

"tized. If an Israelite take a Gentile cMd^ or 

find a Gentile wjantj and baptize xi in the name 
of a proselyte, behold it is a proselyte»"t 

Dr. Li G H xroo t. " You sec baptism insepa- 
rably joined to the circumcision of proselytes.-*— 
They baptized^ also, ymiitg; childret^ with tlieic 
parents,"! ^ - ~ 

Dictionary of the BxfiLE. "A prose- 
lyte w^s made by the observation of three cere- 
monies, if a male ; viz. circumcision, washiiigt \ 
and oblation; but if a female^ then by two; j 
7vas/iiag and oblation . " f j 

C A L M E T. *' The Je\^s require three things in 
a complete proselyte ; baptism^ circumcision, and ; 
sacrifice ; but for women only baptism and sacrii' 
fice."J 

•In Epktet, fib, iii. csp. 9. 
t In Lightfoot's Hora? Hebraicse, on Matth. 111. and xxviii. 
^ Compiled by WiLSoxr, BA(iw£L|«, and Symsjow. I» art. Pr&seljrte*^ 
i Diet, of Bible^ ki art. JPrese\jrte» 
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BroiT^. "After the Jews had circurocbed 
their prosily tes, they washed ihem in waterJ^^* 

Wi T s I IT s. " When a Gentile became a pros- 
elyte of righteousne9s, thi:ee ceremonies were 
used, viz* circumcision, baptism^ and sacrifice.'^t 
^V— Reiski vs. ^^ Jewish baptism is a solemn rite^ 
instituted by God, in which proselytes of both 
sexes, in the presence of three credible witnesses^ 
sire dipped in water, that being legally cleansed 
and re^nerated, they may enter on die profession 
of a new religion.*'^ 

pRiDEAUx. •*The Jews, in our Saviour's 
time, were very sedulous to proselyte theGfCntilcs 
to their religion ; and when thus proselyted, they 
were initiated by baptism^ sacrifice and circum- 
cision/'^ ^ . 

Stackrouse. "The custom of the Jews, 
in all ages, has been to receive their heathen pros- 
elytes by baptism^ as well as by sacrifice and cir- 
cumcision,''!! 
y^Xir. Wall. " Whenever Gentiles were'pros- 
/ elyted to the Jewish religion; they were initiated 
by circumcision, the offering of sacrifice, and 
baptism. They were all baptized^ males and fe- 
males, adults and infants. This was their c^iii- 
stant practice^ from the time of Moses to that of 
our Saviour, and from that period to the present 
day.^'ir 

Dr. Adam Clarke. "The apostles knew 
I welJ, that the Jews not only circumcised the chil- 
dren of proselytes,' but also baptized them. — 

♦Diet of Bible)*in art. Proselyte. 

f Economy of Coirenants, toI. iii. p. 384. 

\ Diss, de Bip« Judwor. 

rConnex. of O* and N. Test. p. ii. lib. 6, p. 436- 

H History of Bible, toI. 5. p. 286. 

H Hist, of Inf. Bap. IntroductioD^ vol. i. 
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• 

The children and tvtn infants of proselytes were 
baptized among the Jews^ They were in conse- 
quence reputed clean, and partakers of the bless*^ 
ings of the covenant."^ 

To this mass of testimony in favour of prps» 
elyte baptism,' what does Mr. J. oppose ? Merely 
the opinions of Doctors Owen, Jennings, and 
Lardner; and these opinions founded chiefly 
on the silence oi ctri^Lin Jewish writers respecting 
it. Of what force is this kind of negative tcsti. 
mony, against that weight of positive evidencic 
which Ve have adduced ? How easy to conceive 
that proselyte baptism might prevail, and yet no 
mention of it occur in some particular Jewish 

writers, t 

Those who deily the existence of prosel)rtB 
baptism in the days of our Saviour, are obliged 
to consider this rite an tnhovation in the religion 
of Jews. ^'It was mentioned,'' says Mr. J> 
" in the Talmuds, as a novel and questionable 
practice." (P. 32.) It is an observance which 
their Doctors have copied from a Christian ordi« 
nance.—This baptism can be certainly traced to 
within less than a century of the apostolkk . age 
Who, then, can suppose, that at this early period^ 
when Christianity was ** every where spoken 
against,'' and was not sufficiently established ta 

♦ CommcRt. on Matth. xxviii. 10. See ^Iso Wxts temt, Com*. 
]}iftiit» on Maltha iii. 16 ; Hs^aY^s Comment. i»n Matth. iii, 6, and 
John i. 25 ; Scott*s Comment, on Matth. iii. 9 ; Dojddkidg&^s 
Lect. Prop. 154; Lathrop's Discooreee on Bap. p. 49. I also 
find quoted to the same purpose SstDEir de Jure Nat. et Gent. lib. 
ii; cap. 3, 3 ; et de Soccessionibus ad Leget Hebrseorum, cap. 26 } 
eiiSe Synedriis, lib. i. cap. 3;*et Altijotgu Diss, de Froaelytis^ 
Thes.^xvii, 

t JosBPHVs' account of the proselyting of the Idumeans by Hiit- 
CANuSr if it does not imply, is at least consistent with, the ide^ that 
yhry were baptized. They sttbmitted not only to circunitision, but 
if ^^ tht f^ft (/ the Jc99uh iustcmi*'*^ (Aatiq. lib. liiu ?ap. 9, sec. i.) 
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invite the imitation of any, the Jews, it& most in* 
veterate; enemies^ should copy one of the sacra- 
ments of the crucified Nazarene, and incorpo- 
rate it among the standing ordinances of their 
venerable lawgiver ? To those who have any 
knowledge of Jewish prejudices^ the thing is ut- 
terly incredible. 

We can now understand the commission which 
Christ gave his disciples, when he instituted 
the ordinance of Christian baptism. **Go 
ye, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost,"* What kind of baptism 
is here intended ? Mr. J. is undoubtedly correct 
in determining, ^* that when Christ, in general 
terms, commanded bis apostles to baptize, he 
must have intended, and they must have under- 
stood him to intend, that kind of baptism to 
xvhich they had been accustomedJ^^ (P. 32.) 
What baptism was this ? fFe have proved it was 
a baptism of- children with their parents. Heiice, 
" when Christ, in general terms, commanded his 
apostles to baptise, he must have intended, and 
they must have understood him to intend," a 
baptism^which should be extended to children.--'*'-'^^ 
Though Mr. J, has aided us to this conclusion, 
he is not disposed to admit its correctness. He 
thinks the command to teach l[or, as be properly 
renders it, disciple^ all nations, limits the subse- 
quent command to baptize. None must be bap. 
tized who are not first constituted disciples. (P. 
14.)— This remark presents no very formidable 
objection, should its justness be admitted. A 

disciple is without doubt a scholar^ a learner. 

» 

^Mattht xxviH* 19. ^ Thi»pa«s&ge k Mr. Jvsftoiir's test.- 
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An» then, who have become teamen in the things* 
of Chrbt^s kingdom^*, majr with the utmost pro- 
priety be denominated his disciples. Is not this 
the case with the children of faithful^ covenant* 
ing parents ? Are they not daily learning some- 
thing of the Christian religion ?* If this inter- 
pretation is not admitted— if the children of be- 
lieving parents are in no sens^ disciples ; then a 
considerable portion of every nation cannot be 
niade disciples, and the injunction of our Saviour 
cannot be obeyed. '^ 

6# Christ and his apostles taught and practised 
precisely as we might expect^ on suppo^tioa 
children are to be baptized ; but precisely what 
we might not expect^ on the contrary supposition^ 
In order to determine what we might, or might 
not^ expect of Christ and his apostles, it will be 
necessary diat we keep in mind the established 
customs of that period, in regard to the object 
before us. In the Jewish church children had 
been uniformly connected with thehr parents. 
They were early given up to God, and received 
the seal of his everlasting covenant. Also the 
children of proselytes entered covertant with 
their parents, and were entitled to the initial rites 
of circumcision and baptism. — ^What, then^ 
might be expected of Christ and his apostles, on 
supposition they intended to put an end to these 
customs ? Not sUencCy certainly. Silence must 
have been a virtual approbation of them. They 
would have lost no opportunity bf pressing a re- 
form. They would liave constantly condemned 
them in the severest terms. Did they pursue 
such a course ? Scarcely need we answer, JSever^ 

*See Dr. A. Clakxs^i note on Mattiu xxviii. 19. 
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in any insfance^ But what might be expected of 
the Saviour and his apostles, on supposition, they 
intended the established customs should be eon* 
tinued? Not, indeed, that they would enjoin 
^em by express precepts. This would be to 
enjoin expressly what every one already under- 
stood and practised. They would be likelj 
often to utter expressions which implied their 
pleasure. They would l^e likely to allude 
frequently to the accustomed connexion of 
children with the churcli, as a thing which merit- 
ed and received their approbation. They would 
be likely, from time to thne, as occasions occur* 
red, ta baptize householdsy on a profession of the 
|>arent&' faith.— Need it be said, AshX this is the 
precise course they pursued ?-*-Q^ Saviour di- 
rected his disciples to speak peac?Ea that house 
)oTfamilyy over v^ich a^^an of pea^ was found to 
|>reside. (Luke x. 6.) He affirmed that salvation 
had oome to the house or family of Zaccheus, 
when Ae became a real child of Abraham^ (Luke 
xix. 9.) He applauded the practice of bringing 
infants to receive his blessing, and declared that 
.^"^ of such is the kingdom of God.^^ ^Luke xviti. 
15, 16.) In hid last conversation with his apos- 
llesy he commanded them to feed not only the 
slieep, but the lambs of his flock. (John xxi. 15*) 
Peter taught converted parents^ that tlie promise 
was still to them and their children ; (Actsii. 39.) 
and that, as the family of Noah were preserved 
on his account, so baptism, by " a like figure^ 
doth now save us." (1 Pet. iii. 21.) Paul repre- 
sents the whole church of Israel, parents and 
ehildrcn^ to have been baptized together, by the 
miraculous interposition of Jehovah. ( 1 Cor. x. 
2.) He affirms that " the bkssing ^ Abraham y^ 
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an important part rf which consisted in the cov- 
enant connexion of his children, has ^^ come 67^ 
the Gentiles through Jesus Christ. ^^ (Gal. iii. 14,^ 
Hd denominates the children of believing parents 
/loiy ; addresses them as saints ; and considers 
them in some sense ** helmed for^"^ their ^^ fathers^ 
sukes.^^* He repeatedly baptised households ^ on 
account of the faitli and profession of parents* 
Lydia believed, and she and her household \vcr& 
baptized. The jailer believed, and he and all kis' 
were bapti2;ed. (Acts xvi. 15, 3S.) He also bap- 
tized the household of Stephanas. (I Con i. 16.) 

-".The term, househoMj^^ says Mr, J. "does 

not necessarily imply infants." (P. 15.) Pep- 
haps not necpkarikf. Still, few instances can be 
adduced, ai^ng the many in which this word is 
lased in scripfcre, where children are not evidently 
included. "The stress of the business,** savs 
Dr. LiGKTFOOT, "fies not sa much in tins, 
whether it can be proved there Were children ior 
these households^ asthat, if there were, they cer^ 
iamly~were all babtized.^^\ 

That each of tnese households was^ composed 
of adults, who were all converted and baptized 
together, on a personal profession of faith, would 
certainly be a nvost extraordinary event. *I am 
bold to believe there have not been three other 
such households since the feH. Why was not 
the wonderful hctrec&rdedy if it really took place ? 
If the conversion merely » of the he<ids of these 
families was an event so important as to merit an 
enrolment in the volume of divine truth, how 

* 1 Cor. tH. 14 ; Eph. vu 1, comptured with i. 1 ; Rom. xi. 284. 
t Jo P, CiiAitK^9 Scrip. Orotndsof Imf. Bap..^. U^ 
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ix>uld tfie simultaneous conversion of each cf 
their respective households be passed over in ut- 
ter silence ? It is alleged as evidence that the 

family of -Lydia were all jux>fes8ing beUevers, 
that before *^ Paul and Silas left the city, they en* 
tered into her house, and saw and comforted the 
brjptkreny ^. 15.)— .Doubtless " the bredaren'^ 
^— <he whole infant church—had assembled under 
her hpspitable roc^, ^ hear the instructions, »id 
Tcceive the parting blessing, of their spiritual fa- 
ther, — It is evident bej'ond controversy ^ from the 
very fiiceof the account, ' that of the family of 
JLydta, she only was a believer* Her " heart the 
Lord opened." After she and her household 
had received baptism > she said, '* If. ye have 
judged me to be faithful, come into my house^" 
(Actsxvi. 14, 15.) 

The jailer, it is said, "rejoiced^ believing in 
God, vnth aU his housed' .{P. 16.)— If there is 
an ambiguity ah this English phrase, there is none 
in the &ngmaL^ It is there positively determined, 
and Mr. 1. knows it, that the faith and joy which 
arc here exp^-essed, can refer to the jailer only. 

It is said, the apostle testifies of the household 
<)f Stephanas^ tliat ^^ they h&ve a^bRcted themsehoee 
to the ministry of soints.^^ (P. 16.)— When the 
apostle wrote this, they had been baptized a num- 
ber of years. Shall we then believe that, after 
their conversion, they were for years unmindful 
^f the necessities of saints ? Or is it not far 
more probable, that they were not all converted 
when they were baptized ? It is not at all incredi- 
ble, that the * household of Stephanas, who were 
baptized on his account, should in a few years be 
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mvAt the subjects of special grace, tod ** addict 
themselves to the ministry of saints." 

We have given a specimen of the manner in 
which Christ and his apostles treated the covenant 
connexionof children with their believing parents. . 
They taught and practised precisely as we might 
■expect, on supposition they designed to perpetu- , 
ate the custom of baptizing infants* 

7. According' to the principles of Antipedo- 
baptists, there is 2A, present no valid baptism ia 
the world. That infhnt b&ptism is a nullify^ and • 
tliat those who have receivm w better baptism are - 
unqualified to baptize others^ are principles which 
these Christians consider essential Xo ihtir svs* 
tern.* With these in view, let us look back on 
the church of God. Receding only a few centu- 
ries, and not a Christian can be discovered on 
earth, who does not admit and practise infant bap- 
tism. Dr. Gill acknowledges, that he was 
"not able to find one instance oi an opposer of 
infant baptism,'^ from the eleventh to the fourth 
century.f The supposition, therefore, that there 
has been an unbroken chain of adult immersions, 
from the age of the apostles down to the present, 
is perfectly inadmissible. — ^The principles of our 
opponents may now be readily tested^ by an ap- 
plication to themselves. The Baptists in India 
afford a fair example. These Christians have 
been immersed on a profession of their faitlr, and 
by persons who were themselves' immersed, on 
a similar profession* They suppose, therefore, 
that they have been truly baptized. But is this 

• If Pedobapti^ ministers propose to immerse candidates for com-w 
mnnion, when any offer who prejer thia iriode, Antipedobaptists al* 
inogt invariable reply — *' Ynu tiate no right to baptiz€'^ you huvt nol teem 
luptiztd yours€tve»i)$ t Answer to Clark, p. 26. 
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Hke Fact? Receding in a succession, they in* 
stantly arrive at a period, when, if their immer- 
sions are not lost, they were administered by 
those who had no better baptism than that they 
liiecci ved in in&n(^. They instantly arrive at a 
iperiod, when, according to their principles, there 
waa^ no valid baptism on earth* Who, then, has 
Fcpaired die broken chain ? Who lias restored 
tbe lost ordinance of Chri^ ? How is he au- 
thorized- to baptize others, who never has been 
baptized himself? And if he baptize others 
without sufficient authority, must not their bap^ 
tism be as invalid as Jiis own ?-— In short, these 
:principles destroy themselves. Tl^y spare nei- 
ther friend nor fbe. They unchi^chnot only the 
:res!due of the Christian world, but those very 
persons who profess to embrace them> Accord- 
ing to these principles, Clirist has not been faith-" 
ful to his word. He promised to be always with 
-his ministers in the adnunistration c^ baptism, 
' "even to the end of the world." {Matth. xxviii, 
20.) The world still remains, but baptism has 
ceased. The ordinance is lost, and no man can 
restore it. It never can be again administered 
till the end of time, unless the Head of the church 
is pleased to apptar again, and grant a liew com- 
mission to his ambassadors on earth.*— Conse- 

♦See this argument still /arthet illustrated in Bostwick's Viadi- 
Tiation of Inf. Bf.ptkuii, pp. !^a-^28.-— -^The force of U seoms, at 
t>ne time, to hare been peculixtrly felt by the celebrated Mr. Roger 
"Williams. It is well known, that after the arrival of this per&ou 
jft Providence, he renounced his baptism — ^was re-baptized by one 
of his company — ^who in return, together with a number of others, 
was baptized by him. This was the oripn of tlie first Baptist 
. chuFwh whii?!i probably ever existed in Amenca. But Mr. Wii*- 
'i.-u.!iis did not long remain* satisfied with these proceedings. He 
told ius brethren, *' that he was out of tlie way himself, and had 
misled them ; for h^ did not fmi that there was any upon earth that 

11 
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liences so awful evince the falsehood of those 
>remise^ from which they are derived^ They 
each us the necessity of adhering to the propri- 
ety and validity of infant baptism% 

We conclude this section with noticing two 
general objections. 

Mr. J. considers it an objection to the baptism 
of infants, that this is not enjoined in the New- 
Testament by any express cemmand. (P. 15.)— 
We have already shown that such a command 
was unnecessary, and, under existing circum- 
stances, not to have been expected. We may re- 
ply farther, if needful, to this objection, that if it 
proves any thing, it proves too much. If we 
must practise nothing which is not esc^pressig 
commanded in the New-Testament, we must 
prohibit females from coming to the Lord's table ; 
lay aside forever family prayer,; and renounce an 
observance of the first day of the week. , Mr. J. 
must on this ground relinquish another obser- 
vance which he undoubtedly thinks important. 
Let him no longer administer baptism to adults 
ivho have been born of Christian parents. More 
than sixty years elapsed after the institution of 
Christian Ixiptism, before the canon of scripture 
was closed. In this period, many .children of 
Christian parents must not only have grown to 
manhopd, but passed the meridian of life. Might 
it not be expected, on Mr. Jud son's principles, 
that we should be informed of the baptism of 
some of these children, in adult years ? We ask, 
then, (to^dopt hisownmanner,) Have weany such 

could administer l^dptism ; and therefore their last baptism was a 
nullity as well as their first ; and they must lay xlown all, and wii* 
for the coming of new apostles." (New-Eogland^s Memorial* ^ 
idso HvTCHXifSOJBr^s Hi»t. of Masf, vol. i. p. 4^ 
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example % "Not orife." Do wc find any such 
instances clearly mentioned ? ** Not one. Has 
riot Christ left some command enjoining" such 
** baptism? Not one.. Have not the ai^ostles,^ 
who were entrusted with farther communicatiqns 
of the will of Christ, left some command on this, 
subject ? Not one." — ^Tliese facts <i6t only af- 
ford a complete answer to the objection before 
us — they do more. They furnish strong pre- 
sumptive evidence, that in the apostolick age the 
children of Christian parents were never baptized 
in adult yearsi but were uniformly admitted to 

* this ordinance in infancy. 
Mr. J. also objects, that if infant baptism 

*' were universally adopted, it would banish be-;, 
lievers^ baptism out of the world. (P. 15.) — 
What shall we understand by tliis ambiguous 
; phrase, " believers* baptism ?" If it is a baptism 
L to be applied exclusively to adults, no matter how 
j soon it is banished.-— When Christian' baptism 
i was instituted, the whole world was unbaptized. 

• No person could have received the ordinance. 

. In these circumstances, and in respect to the my- 
riads of unbaptized adults, Christ said, " He that 
bclieveth and is baptized, shall be saved." (Mark 
xvi. 16.) He justly required of such, to exhibit 
evidence of faith in order to baptism.— When the 
religion of Christ shall have filled the earth, and 
there are no longer any unbaptized adults, cir- . 
Gumstances will be totally changed. *' Believers* 
baptism," in Mr. J DD son's sense, will be ban- 
ished; and its restoration will be as little desira« 
ble, as the retroduction of the world to a state of 
comparative darkness. We are not at all alarmed^ 
therefore, at the prospect of banishing, in the 
sense supposed, " believers' baptism." 



/ 
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SfiCtlON VI. 

The same Subject continued. 

8. It only remains that we adduce the testimony 
of history, in favour of the practice of infant 
baptism.* The pertinence and weight of this 
kind of evidence may be seen in the following 
quotation from an eminent Baptist writer. 

Dr. Gale. " I will grant it is probable, that 
what air or most of the churches practised imme- 
diately after the apostles' times^had been appoint, 
cd or practised by the apostles themselves ; for ft 
is hardly to be imagined,, that any considerable 
body of 'these ancient Christians,. a»d m»ch less, 
that the whole, should so soon deviate from the 
customs and injunctions of their venerable found- 
ers, whose authority they held so sacred. New 
opinions or practices are^ usually intioduced by 
degrees, and not without opposition. Therefore 
in regard to baptism, a thhig of such univei:sal 
concern and daily practice, I allow it to be very 

* 

*Mr. J. represents hutcry as *^ the last resort of Fedobaptists/* 
Privcn from the scriptures by their triumphant opponents, they at 
length shrink for shelter under ^^ the pracfrct of the church,''^ (P. 33.) 
Fn this representation he is counteniinced chiefly by the Bisihop of 
Meaux, This man was a Papist* TUe, testimony pf Papists is intrcJf 
duced to the same purpose by Rosert Hax,l. (Terms of Comiau- 
nion, p. 106,) — Our opponents will remember, that Papists consider 
the practice of the church as high tiuthority as the word of God ; and- 
the}' have the utmost interest in representiiig Protestants to beiJeve 
the same. This zve do not believe. Nor do we rest the baptiiyaa of | 
Hifantfl-on any such grpund. We agr^e with WiTSius, that " the 
grounds for this (and those beyond all exceptions) are to be met with in 
scripture; so tliat there is no necessity, with the Papists^ who pliamc- j 
ftiDy pFevaricat« i» a good cause, ^ to have recourse in tiiis matter io 
unwritten tradition,'^'* (Fx?on. of Cov^ voL iii. p. 409.) The founda-t 
tion of .infant baptism has been already laid. The superstracture 
has been builded. The testimony of history is here adduced^ mereljF 
Mii» collateral, corroborative evidence. 



probable^ that the primitive churches kept to the 
apostolick pattern. I verily beiieve^ that the 
primitive church maintaipedy ia this ca^, an 
exact iconjhrmity to the practice of the apostles^ 
which doubtless agreed etitirely with Chris fs 
institution J* ^* 

Sufficient authority Is here ascribed to the ex* 
ample of primitive saints. We proceed, there- 
fore, to prove, that their sentiments and practice 
were uniformly in favour of infant baptism. 

We have shown already, that the earliest Chris- 
tian fathers considered baptism in the place of cir* 
cumcision.f They must therefore have believed 
it to be applied, like circumcision, t9 the tVi/a/i^ 
offspring of believers* 

We have shown, also, that they considered 
such infant^, in a sense, members of the church^X 
Justin Martyr speaks of some who were then 
sixty' or seventy years old, ** who were made c/w- 
ciplesy^^ or members^ "in their infancy *^^ These 
persons must have been made disciples in the 
iaHpr part of the apostolick age. If thg apostles 
regarded their commission, which was to ** go 
and disciple diW nations, baptizing ^tvciy^ (Matth. 
xxviii, 19,) they certainly were made disciples in 
infancy y by baptism. Here is as convincing evi- 
dence of infant baptism in the days of the apos- 
.tles, as though Justin had affirmed it in express 
terms. * ^ 

The followir^ quatatipns will place the reality 
of infant baptism, in the primitive churchy beyond 
all reasonable controversy. 

• Refleetions'on WAiii, p. 398; 

t Part ii. sect. ir. We have tiiere quoted to this ptirpose JusTinf 
Martyr, Ctpriast, Austin, Basil, and Chrysostom^ ^ 

X P»rt ii. sect. iii. We have there quoted HsaMASy Jd 
Ma&xij^ aiid IiiEv^vs. 



Her ATA s. "The baptism of water is neces- 
sary to aU.^'^^ 

Irenjeits. *^ Christ came to save aU persons 
by himself; all, I mean, who by him are ^o^/f- 
zed unto God ; infants^ and Uttlie ones, and cniU 

dren, and youths. ''t 

•In Dr. Wat.i*'s Hist. Inf. Bap. P. i..chap. i. Hebmas was 
cotemporary with Paul. (Rom, x^i. 14.) Does he iaean that 
water baptism is neceseaiy to all ptnom^ or to dll cannecUd taiih tAe 
church ? In either case he must have included infants ; since we 
hare shown that he considered tn/an/j connected with the church, 
(Part il. se-t. ui.) 

till Dr. Wali*'8 Hist. Inf. Bap. vol. i. chap. iii. \fiB^mc% 
wrote within about 67 years of the apostolick age. He is said by 
DoBW£LL to have been bom before the death of John* He was 
personally acquainted with Poltcarp, a disciple of John, -and had 
heard him preach. The on]y objection to his testimony is, he ex- 
{vesses^tf^/ii«i by a verb (renascorj which literally signifies, regtnttiKHs 
putting, by a very common figure, the thing signified /or the sign. 
That he really intended by this word to express baptum^ is evident 
from his own use of it in a variety of instances. *' When Christ,** 
says he, " gave his apostles the command of rtgtMrating unto God^ 
he sajkl, Go and teach all nations, baptizing ih&m,'*^ This mode of 
expressing baptism by regeneration, was perjtctly commonxa the prim- 
itive church, as it is in the Episcopal to this day. Justin Martt«j, 
speaking of baptized persons, says, " They are regenerated in the 
same ,way of regeneration in which we are regenerated ; for tliey 
are washed with water^ in the name of the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Ghost." See a variety of instances to the same purpose, is 
Walla's Hist. Inf. Bap. vol. i. chap. iii. and_his Defence, &c. pp, 
318 — 324. Our Saviour gave occasion to this mode of expres- 
sion, when he called baptism a being ^^born of watsr ;^^ (John iii. 5.) 
,and Paul, when he styled it " tlje washing of regentrationj*^ (Tit. iii. 
a.) — That iRjEWJErs designs abeing barn of water or ^a^<tfm, when he 
specxks of the regeneration of infants, is also evident from ihe very 
nature of the case^ Infants can give evidence of no other regeneration. 

Mr. JuDSoN objects that this *' makes the passage Knw<<Wf^?We." 
(P. 33.) But we see no difficulty in understanding it. All who ape 
|)aptized through the instrumentality of Christ's ministers, fiirc bapti- 
zed by him. And all who are thus baptized by Christ, are baptized 
\in Dcum) in the name of the triuue God. What is tiieife, then, 
unintelligible in Christ*s baptizing persons unto God f This interpreta- 
(i(.n coincides perfectly with theConne^ion of the passage, and will 
not be called in question by any, who are intimately acquainted 
* ' wilh the writings of the fathers. The case was so clear in the mind 
o'*»'Pr. Wall, who better understood the phraseology of the prinv- 
itTve church in relation to this subject, than any other modemi^tl^dt 
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Origev. ^^ Infants by die usage of the 
church arc baptized.'^Infants are baptized for 
the remission of sin%.^^In/ants are baptized, be- 
cause by the sacrament of baptism our pollution 
is taken away,— The church had a tradition or 
command Jrvm the apostles^ to give baptism to 
infant s.^^^ 

Tertulian. "They iivrho understand the 
weight of baptism, will rather dread the receiving 
of it, than the delaying of it. Therefore, to ev- 
ery one'^s condition, disposition, and age, the de- 
laying of baptism is more prbfitable, especially, in 
the case of children. Why does that innocent 
age fnake such haste to baptism ? What occa- 
sion ,is there, except in cases of necessity, that 
the sponsors should be brought into dan- 
he does not hesitate to call it aa ^^ express mention of baptized in- 
fsoits.]*^ In tins he has been followed bj many of the- learned. See 
Buck's Theol. Diet. vol. i. p. 60 ; Towgood on Inf. Bap. p. 31 ; 
^ostwi<;k'8 Viftd. of Inf. Bap> p. 22; Dl^^orckbter's Lctte^g, 
p. 117. 

* Hom. ym, in Ley. xii. and Com. in Epis. to Rom. lib. T. Or« 
iGSjf was bom within about 85 years of the apostolick age. He 
bad the best means of knowing the practice of the apostles respect- 
ing iitfant ba|Hism ; for his grand-father, or at least his great-grand- 
fatiier, (both of whom, according to Evsebics, were ChHstians,) 
were cotemporary with the apostles themselves. Add to this, he 
was one of the most learned men of his time ; travelled into various 
countries; and was acquainted with the customs of the whole Chris- 
tian ciiurch. He angues from, infant baptism in proof of original 
sin.. His argument would have had no weight, had infant baptism 
^een a questionable practice. He constantly speaks of it as a uni* 

versally approved and established custom. Mr. Junsos has no 

method of freeing himself from tliis testimony, but by finding fault 
with RiTPFiNTjs' translation of some of Origen's works. (P.. 34.) — 
Happily many of the passages which are usually brought from Ori« 
&EV, have no connexion with this translatioq. They are taken in 
part from a translation by Jsroms, and in part from the ori^nal 
Greek. (See DonnRinGR^s Lect, P. ix. Prop. cJiv.) The authen- 
ticity of the passages we have cited above, has been vindicated by 
Dr. Wall, to the entire satisfaction of all impartial minds. See 
fci8.Defcnce, &c. pp. StS-r-^US; Eess^s Apology, pp. 268—273. 
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ger ?"* — ^Here is direct proof that TEaT0LLiA w 
considered infant baptism both lawful and impor- 
tant. He implicitly recommends it, " in cases ofne^ 
cessity.^^ Here is also direct proof of its great 
prevalence in these early times. ** Why does 
that innocent age make such haste to baptism ?' ' 

Cyprian, and the Coxtncil of Car- • 
T H A G E . * ^ If even to the foulest oflfenders, when 
they afterwards believe, remission of sins is grant- * 
ed, and none is prohibited from baptism and 
grace, how much more should an infant be admits 
ted / — It is our opinion, that from baptism and 
the grace of God, ^ none ought to be prohibited 
by us ; which, as it is to be observed in respect 
to all, so especiailu in respect to in/ants^ and those 
who are but Just born, who deserve our help, and 
the divine" mcrcy."f 

*TsRT. de Baptismo, cap. zyiii. In Towgooj» on Inf. Bap. p. 
SSL Tb&tui^liah was cotemporary with Origsn, and flourished* 
within 100 years of, the apqstolick age. Because he thought it 
^^ profitable,^^ in certain cases, te dt^ay the baptism of infants, he is-, 
usually cited bj Ahtipedebaptists, as one in favour oi^ their canse» 
But h4 Wo thought, that ^^ to ever\ ont*s condition, disposition, and 
Age, the delaying of bapdsm waf pro^table/' He did not consider the 
tkaptism of in^ts unlaw/ui^ nor did he argue against it merely be- 
cause of their infancy : for he argued as strongly againstthe baptism- 
of ^^ unmarried persons^^' and all ^* who were likely to come inta 
lemptation.^'~— The truth is, he imagined that sins committed after 
foi^tism were next to unpardonable.. He advised, therefore, that 
«// persons should delay baptism;, till they had nearly or entirely done 
with sin— till they were ekher brought to the verge of the grave, or 
were in some way released from the temptations of MQ^-^Tkcre is no 
father whose testimony is more convincing to the fact cf infant baptism (n iht 
primitive agtf than thai of Tjertvi^liak. It is merely as a witness to 
this fact, that he is here kitroduced. — He was an extravagantly fan- 
ciful, whimsical writer* He embraced many strange and peculiar 
notions. He was finally ejected from the communion of the church. 
See MiE.irsK^9 Ecc, Hist. vol. i. pp. 261 — 268 ; /Wajjl's Hist, of 
laf. Bap. ; Lathrop's. Disc, on Bap. p.. 68 ; and Worcestbr^s 
Letters, p. 120. 

t Cyp. Epis. ad Fielum, Epis. lix. In Milwkr's Ecc. Hist. voL i, 
p. 400.— Ctpriaw was for a bhort period cotemporary with Origeit. 
The council of Carthage, over which he presided, was. convened 
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CtiMKirTiNE Constitutions. ^^ Sapiize 
tfour infants^ and bring them up ki the nurture 
and admonition of God."* 

Questions AND Answers TO the Ortho- 
dox. In this celebrated work, which is ascribed 
to Justin Martyr, there are " inquiries into 
the different states of those children, at the gen- 
eral resurrection^ who wcre^ and who vyere not 
baptiz€d^^\ , 

Apostolick Constitutions. In this very 
aneienty though not inspired book, *' there is ex- 
press mention of injant baptism^ as commanded 
by Christ."t 

ft 

1 53 years subsequent to the ag^e of the apostlei. This eouocU consist- 
ed of ^6 bishops, and was caMed to determine, among other thiogv, 
^o> prevalent was the idea that baptism was instead oi circumcision,) 
whether it way lawful to administer baptism to infants^ t4llt1ie.y w-ert 
eight days old. Mytzs uHanimoutly deereedj that *^ th«ti^ ha^tlsm mtd 
tft hi diferrei till iht eighth </tfy.'*—^t Here,** says Mr. MiJLNkR, ** N 
an assembly of i^xty six pastors, men of approved fidelity and grav- 
ity, who have stood the fiery trial of some of the severest persecu- 
tions ever known ; who have testified their 4ove to the Lord Jfesus in 
a more striking manner than any Antipedobaptists have had an opk- 
portunity of doing in our days ; and who seem not to' have been 
learning in any. fundamental of godliness. Before this holy assembly 
a (question is broughr, not whether infants should be baptiaed-^n^^ 
eontradhted this — but whether they tliould be baptized immediately, or 
on the eighth day. To a man, they determined to baptize them Un« 
tnediateiy. Let ttte reader conbider."- Among all these pastors, there 
^'(^re un4 lubtedly sotne who were advanced in age ; whose parents 
or grand'parents had lived in the first century, and were well acquaint 
ted wich the practice of the apostles them«elvef. U it possible to con* 
'ceive, were infant tupttsm an innovation, that not one of these men 
should be acquainted with the fact; or, if acquainted with it, that 
none should have the fidelity and fortitude to oppose the errour } See 
Milnrr's £cc. Hist. vol. i p 402; Towgooo on Inf. Bap. p. ^5 ; 
RiEo's Apology, pp. 273— S77. ^ 

* In TowGoon oii Inf. Bap. p. 36, Tliis work is thought to be oif 
high antiquity. It is knoTvn to have been extant almost in the ea^ 
lifcst ages of the Christian church, 

t Ju Pv^purjbge's Lect. P«irt ix, Prop, clir* 
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JlfiOsf £. ♦ *^ If infants he not baptized^ the sin 
of omitting their baptism is laid to the parents' 
charge."* 

Gregory Nazianzen. ^^ Infants should be 
baptized^ to consecrate them to Christ in their 
infancy:''^. 

Ambrose. ** The baptism of infants was the 
practice of the apostles^ and has ever been in the 
church till this time."t 

Chrysostqm. "Persons may Jbe baptizeid 
either in their infancy^ in middle age, or in old 
age."* 

Augustine or Austin. ^^ Infant baptism 
the whole church practises : it was not instituted 
by councils, but was ever in use. — The whole 
church of Christ.has constantly held, that infants 
were baptized for the forgiveness of sins. — ^Let 
no one so much as whisper any other doctrine in 
your ears : thisvthe church has always had^ has 
always held.^^1 have never read or heard of any 
Christian, whether Catholick or sectary, who 
held otherwise." J 

Pelagius. ^^ Baptism ought to be adminis- 
tered to infantSy with the same sacramental words 
which are used in the case of adult persons. 
Men slander mi, as if I denied the sacrament of 
baptism to infants. I never heard of any, not 
even the viost impious hereticky who denied bap- 
tism to infants. For who can be so impiousy as 

* In Reed^s Apf logj, p. 277. Jerome wrote about 265 yean, 
and CHBTSosToM*about270jear£) subsequent to the apostolick age.^ 

t In Latarof^s Disc, on Bap. p. 70. Gregort wrote about 
S60 years, and Ambrose about ^74 years, subsequent .to the apos- 
tolick age. 

X In Dr. Wall's Hist, of Inf. Bap. voL i. pp. 187—302. Ausriir 
wrote within 280 years of the apostolick age. He is styled by Mr. 
MiLNER, "the GREAT LUMINARY of the century is wbicb 
h» lived." (Ecc. Hist. vol. i. f. 500.) 
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[ to hinder infants from being baptized and Soni 
[ again in Clirist, and so make them miss of the 
; kingdom of God*"* 

Celestius; " As for infants, I always said 
I they stand in need of baptism, and ought to be 

f * In WALi.*t Hist, of ^Tof. Bap. ibid, and p; 4S9. Pilaoidi and 
CitiSTius were coteiDporary,aad flouriihed aboitt SOO years subso* 
iqoeat to the apostles. Tbey were distinguished for their learniag^ 
Acuteness, and subtility ; were conversant in every part of the Chris* 
tian world ; and were the founders and promoters of the fam^s 
Pelagian hevesy. TB^ denied tie doOrimt ^ origmai tim. It is necessary 
that tbitfact be kept m mind, in onler to see the full force, not only 
of their testimony, but of that given abov« from the celebrated Ass* 
TIN. Th^ whole orthodox church, with Avstzn at their bead, con* 
«tanr}y and victoriously urged* in opposition to tbeir errours,thebap« 
llsm of infaots. ** fVby are infimti baptifdfw tbt remUtiw rf eUe, if 
tb«y have none f " — We bere see the true reason why infant baptism 
was urged by Adstin with so much warmth. It was not, as Mr« 
JuDsoN insinuates, (p. 38,) because any .one opposed it, but because 
it was thought to furnish an immoveabre foundation on which to 
teild the docerine of original yw.— Pel agios and his abettors were 
extriraely emIvuTassed with this argument. A variety of evasiont 
were attempted, in order to escape its force. <* Sometimes, tbey af- 
firmed that tofants bad actual sins,** which. needed forgiveness. 
'* Sometimes, that they had fretieisudj and it was for sins done in 
I ^ame/ormtr state that they were brought to baptism. Sometimes they 
f «aid they were not baptt2ed for the firgimnnt ef sim^ but that they 
\ might be eanctified* Sometimes, that they tvert haptiztd fw forgiveness g 
I not that they had any sin, but because they were baptised into a 
^ church where fvrgtventss was to he bad,** (See WalIi*s Hist, of Inf. 
Bap. Vol. i. p.fi80.) Such were the straits to which these acute here* 
■tiarcbs were reduced, in order to reconcile their opinion with infant 
baptism. How easily bad all these been ** removed, and the battery 
which so much annoyed them 'been demolished at once, by only deny 
ingihat infant* were to be bafitinid** So strong were their temptations ' 
to make such a denial, that Pelagius complains of its being slander* 
0utly reported that he had actually made it. It is morally certain that 
he would l»ave made it, if,.wich all his learning, and in all his travels, 
he had discovered <the slightest evidence to justify such a course. Yet 
he never did. He, mi the contrary, asserts the right of infants to 
baptism in the strongest terms. His testimony is the most convincing 
imaginable. See.Towooon on Int. Bap. p. 37 ; Mi lner's £ce. Hist, 
vol. ii« pp. S60«— 396.— -Testimonies from antiquity might readily 
be maltipUed. The JMetevitan Council^ of which Austin was a 
member, decreed as follows:— '* It is our pleasure, that whoever de* 
aiei that mewhwrn infamy are ta be baptized-^ht him be aoathemik**'— 
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How shall this 1:>la2?e of cvidencCt respecting 
the practice of the •primitive church, be obscured? 

Mr. JuDsoK has for this purpose brou^t for<l 
ward a numbtrof mocfcm writers i* who express 
an opinion that, ^ Via primitive times, none were 
baptized but adults." (Pp. 36, 37.)— In contra- 
diction to these, we might bring forward a host 
of moderns. We might introduce Calvjbt, saj^- 
ing, that *' whereas certain persons spread abroad 
among simple peopte, that there passed a lon^ 
series of years, aftjsr the resurrection of Christ, 
in which infant baptism was unknown, therein 
they tie mQst abominably ; for ^there is no writer 
so aneient, that doth not certainty refer the begin- 
ning thereof to the age of the apostles.^ ^f We 
might introduce the learned Brown, testifying^ 
that " none can without the most affronted impo- 
sition 2i\^^^t\i?it infant baptism was not com- 
monly allowed in the primiti\ie ages of Christian - 
ity."J We might introduce the captious and 
judicious MiLNER^ affirming,' that " we have 
never had such a custom as that of confining bap- 
tism to adults, nor the churehes of God?^\ Wc 
might introduce witnesses to this effect, without 
end-— but we need not. Through the three first 

The Caufutl of Gironay which ctmTened \t^ Spaia» Am 517, deterniiocd 
that when cir<:ufn6t»ncet required it, inpxtfti miglt *' ht bapti»td 
tb» tame day in tuhicb tiey toere ^jgn^^^—ltifint baptism wat •imilarly 
sanctioned by the Ccmneil of Braga, to Portuj|:a^ An. 572. The read- 
er may convult farther, ^"Wall's Hhu of Isf. Bap. t*. i chap, viiic— 
xziii. ; and Forbesius* Hist, of Theology f<usiM, 
* * He introduces, in this connexion, a pai>«<»ge from the apostle Pa*!. 
*< As niany of you as have been bapttsid tnto Christ, have put on 
Christ." (Oal. iii. 27.)— Can any be really « baptized wu Chrhtr y ho 
are not real Christians f And wtll'it follow, because real Christians 
"h»vefiutonChrfsft' that the children of covenanting parents are 
sot to be baptized f - * 

f Institutes of Chris, Reh'g. Book iv, chap. xvi. sect. G. 
X Diet* of Bible. ^ Ecc. Hist. rol. j. p, 401. 
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icet^uries subse<jiient to the apostles, we have 
heard Christian writers of tlie first eminence, tes- 
defying implicitly and explicitly, and as it were 
with onie mouth, to the universally approved and 
-estatblished custom of infant baptism. After a 
lapse of eleven, or twelve, or thirteen hundred 
years, a few names can be collected, who have, 
perhaps incautiously, dro**ped an opinion, that in- 
fant baptism was not practised in the primitive 
clmrch. TVho shall be believed? 

Mr. Jd^d s N objects, that infant baptism could 
not be the universal practice of the primitive 
ichurch, since we have several instances of per- 
sons " born of Christian parents, who were not 
baptized but on their own profession.** He 
injentiohsl£ROM£^GREGORY,AM£^&oS£,Culiy- 
.SOSTOM, and Austin. (P. 37.)— " With re- 
spect to Jerome," says Dr. Worcj:3Ter, 
•** there is no evidence that he was not baptized 
in his infancy.*'* Concerning Gr e g or y, it ap- 
cpears that his father was a determined and bitto* 
enemy to Christianity, perhaps till his son had 
^become of age* He belonged to a " sect .most 
^resembling the Samaiitans, who professed a mix/ 
ture of Judaism and -Paganism. Tpi this opinion 
ihcwsLS eoctremelz/ devotedj^^ and was not convert- 
red to the Christianjaith, till he had been married 
many years. He would, without doubt, prohibit 
.the baptism of his son in infancy.f As to Am- 
BRosE and GHRYsosTOM,tlieir parents, accord- 
ing to Dr. Wall, were heathen,. at the time of 
their birth^ and for many years afterwards.^ Re/ 

* Lettet-s to Dr. Baldwin, p. K)7. 
' t MitjrKR's Ecc. Hist. vol. ii. p. 267. 
, 4^'^^^ luf* ^^» f ^t ii. chap* ill. 

12 
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specting the instance of Austik, on which Mr. 
J. seems disposed to rely with the greatest confi- 
dence, this too is entirely against him. That 
AusTiN*s father was a Christian, is not pretend- 
ed. And that his mother was not at least a pro« 
fessor of religion, ti:ll he had arrived to manhood, 
is certain from his own words. He says of her, 
in his Confessions, th* when he was learnmg 
oratory at Carthage, " she had lately begun to 
Jeel Ood^s holy love^ and had been washm in the 
lover of baptism.^'^^ 

Mr. J. finally brings forward " the case of 6r- 
Jant communiony^^ as completely invalidating the 
argument derived froni history in favour of in- 
fant baptism. Indeed He supposes, that every 
objection which can be urged against infant com- 
munion, can be equally urged against infant bap- 
tism ; and that every argument which tends to 
support the one practice, equally tends to sup- 
port the other. (I^. 38, 39.)— If this is true, let 
infants be admitted to the table. There is no 
avoiding the arguments in favour of their bap- 
tism;— But is it true?— If, says he, ^* infants 
ought to be baptized, because under a former 
dispensation ;hey were circumcised,*' then " they 
ought to be admitted to communion, because 
they {ormcrly partook of the Passover J^ (P. 39.) 
—The folio wmg quotations will show, that in- 
fants never did partake, and were never required 
to partake, of the Passover. 

Hyrcanits in JosEPHus. " The law y5r5i& 
the son to eat of the sacrifice^ before he has come 
to the temple, and there presented an offering to 
God."t 

*" :;QSfM«iong, Book ii. in Milner^s Eco. Hwt toI. n. p. SOl. 
t Afiti^ lib, lii. cap. it. sect. 13. 
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Calvii*. **The Passover, which has now 
been succeeded by the sacred supper, did not ad-« 
i^iit guests of all descriptions promiscuously, but 
was rightly eaten only by those who were of suffi- 
cient age to be able to inquire into its meaning.^ *^ 
Bp. Patrick. . " When children were twelve 
y-ears o/rf, their parents were bound to bring them 
to the temple at the Passover^ where, seeing 
what was done, they would be led to inquire. 
What mean ye by these things ?"t 

Poole's Synopsis. "Children, at the age 
ofhvelve years^ were brought by their parents to 
the leniple ; and from that time they began to eat 
of the Passover and other sacrifices.' 'J 

'Stackhous£. "Till a child was twelve 
T^ears oldy he was not obliged to go to Jerusalem 
;at the time of the Passoven^^ 
, Dr. Doddridge. "The male.sr were not 
brought to the temple, till they were twelve years 
old; and the sacrifices they ate were chiefly peace 
qfferingSf which became the common food to all 
that were clean in thefamily.^O 

It appears from the very nature of the case, as 
well as from these testimonies, that though in- 
fants were formerly circumcised, they were not 
required to eat the Passover. Many were cor^ 
porally incapable of elating it ; and more couWL 
not, with convenience or prudence, be brought 
statedly to the temple, at this annual feast. — The 
argument of Mr. J. is, then, directly inverted. 

• Institutes of Chris; Rel. B. w. chap. xvi. sect. xxx. 
tin £x. jsiu X In Ex. xii. 26, and Annotations on Luke ii<42. 

i Hist, of Bible, B. viii. chap. i. 
|Lect P. ix. Prop. 155. See. Lathrop^s Pis. on Bap. p. 42> 
When ourSaTiour was twelye years old, he went up to the Passover, 
*' according to the cuftm of the /r«J^" (Luke ii. 42.) See Dr. A. 
Clarkx in loo. 
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It ^oves that, though infants are now to be bap- 
tized, they ou^t not to be admitted to the table 
of the Lord« ^ 

Infants are bodi morally an4phy9icQUy mcapa^ 
hie of coming to the Lord'3 table, according to 
the meaning of the institution. They ** may be 
the subjects of the renewing: of th^ Holy Q/mt^ 
and sprinkling of the blood of Christy signified by 
bai)tism ;" but they cannot^ in the sapper, dis^ 
cent the Lord^s body^, and partake of it in remem- 
brance of him. They can be visibly di&tingmsh- 
cd as the special property of^ their Maker* 
Promises can be sealed respectmg*theijti, on con- 
dition of parental fidelity. But they cannot hold 
spiritual communion with Christ, or properly ap- 
proach the symbols of such communion. Since 
all subjects are the passive recipients of baptism, 
infants are as capable of this ordinance as adults. 
But they are physically incapable of those exter- 
nal voluntary actions, which are required in the 
institution of the supper. They cannot take the 
bread or wine. They can neither w^ the one, 
nor drink Uie Qther.* 

If infants are thus incapable of coming ta the 
Lord's table, then there can be no good reason 
why this should be required of them* To adopt 
^the phraseology and manner of Mr. Junsojr, In- 
fants " ought to be baptized, because they are 
connected with their parents in covenant with 
God.** But this is no good reason why they 
should be required to perlorm an action of whidi 
tl^ey are incapable. Infants " ought to be A^/- 

•** All the words of our Lord's command are to eKpressed, <h^* 
Hmsj caimoi belong to mfanU ; who can neither receive the breadt 
nor eat it, unless it be chewed for them, or soi^ed*^* (WiTfiiV^ 
£co9. of Cov, Tol. iii. p, 436.) 
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tized, because they are members of the visible 
church.'* But this is no good reason why they 
should participate in an ordinance of which they 
are incapable. Infants ^' ought to be baptized^ 
because Christ commanded them to be brou^t 
to him, and declared that of such is the kingdom 
' of God/* But Christ was never so unreasonable 
as to command them to come to him» in an ordi- 
nance of which they are utterly incapable. In- 
. fairts *^ (Hight to be baptized^ because they are 
not uficlean, but holy.'* But this is no good 
^ reason why they shoiild engage in that of which 
. their infant age is incapable. It would ^^ lessen 
the privileges which the church anciently enjoy- 
ed, to witnhold baptism from infants?' But it 
, lessens no privilege, to restrain them from at- 
~. tempting that which they utterly lack capacity to 
perform. It would be ^^ har^ and injurious to 
xcxoiude infants from baptism.^^ But it is nei- 
vther harsh nor injurious that they are not admit- 
ted to an ordinance, from which they are excluded 
by their very condition of life. In short, we 
have the best and soundest reasons for adminis- 
- tering baptism to infants ; but the scriptures no 
whe^eiafford tlie shadow of a reason for admitting 
them to the table of the Lord. 

It is true, that by som^ churches infant com- 
munion has been practised, and by some partic-^ 
ular persons it has been advocated, both in an- 
cient and modern times. So early as the days of 
Cypeiak, it was customary with some, " to give 
a piece of bread soaked in win^ to children 
and the sick."* In later periods, when, from a 

♦Wrrsius' Econ. of Cov. toI. Hi. p. 4S2, "In Cypbun's time, 
tlie people of Die church of Carthage did oftentimes bring tbefr chil- 
dren y0Hn^er than kdd teen §rdinvry to the coxmntuuoQ.^' (WalXi^s Histi 
ofIftC;Bap. vol. i. p. 517.) 

12* 
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mismtcfpretation of oor Saviour*s woitbt *^ Ex- 
cept ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man, aod drivk, 
his blood, ye have no life in you ,^' (John vuS34) 
it was belij^ved thataparta»kingi)f the supper was 
essential to 3alvation ; iitfaiit comiminioa mone 
generally prevailed. It is menticmed by Pna- 
Tius, AusTiK, and Paujlikus* It continues 
among the Greeks to the present day. " They 
crumble the consecrated bread imo the wine^tado^ 
it out with a spoon," and put it into the rnoadis 
of infants.^ 

Were infant baptism foiimded on mere htstorx^ 
cal evidence, and were this evidence as clear in 
favour of infant communion as of infant baptism, 
the practices would then ^and on equal ground. 
But none of this is true* The baptism of infants 
is founded on scripture^ The commutmn of in- 
fants is virtually condemned in stripture. Nor 
is the argument from history, in the two ca%s, 
by any means equaL We discover clear intima- 
tions of infant baptism, even in the middle of the 
xipostolick age. ' We discover no intimations of 
infant communion, till the middle of the third 
century. We haye the most convincing exi- 
dence, that infant baptism wai^ universidiy prac-^ 
tised in the primitive church. We have no sudi 
irvidence that infant communion was everiiTimer- 
sal. The ilathers speak with the utmost confi- 
dence of infant baptism, that it was handed them 
directly from the apostles* Those who ^naJce 
mention of infant communion, never speak of it, 
that I can learn, after this manner. f Infant Bap. 

* WiTSitTs' Econ. of Cov. vol. iii. p. 432. 
t Dr. DopDRiDGK, speaking of Pjbikce^s leam«d Esf ay io iaTotif 
of infant conimunion, says, ^^ His proof from the more ancient f&- 
ttew i« IW7 defutm,** (Lect« P.. ix. Prop, 155.) Mr. Cowuss Q\ir 
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tfsm bears k^Iible marks of its Aivme ntifpsvi. 
Infant c(>mmiuiion ha» every feature of an inno* 
; vation in il^ churdL On wbat ground, then, is 
iofismt commnnion introdciced, as mvaKdatinp the 
6i4deace, ather from seripture or tradition, in &« 
vour of infant baptism f 

^^ AU the iJmrches tbronghoat the Christian 
vvorld were, in the age>of theaposdes, established 
mpon the same plan. Either they all Baptized in- 
lantft, or they aU refected them. And the prac- 
tice of the apostles in this matter must be uni- 
versally and infallibly known. All Christians 
^emet&i whether or not Paul and hi& companions 
baptized their children/' 

On the principles of our opponents, the apos- 
jtks every where e&«4hUshed churches upon the 
plan of aduk baptism only* They uniformly re- 
jected infsmts, and excluded them from the ordi- 
aance. At what period, dien, we ask, was infant 
baptism introduced ? Mr. Jubson supposes it 
*^ commenced in the htterpart of the second cen- 
tury /^ (p. 3S.) which is within less than a cen- 
tury <rf the apostolick age.*— But " how,'' says 
Mr. Tow GOOD, "how must the persons who 
.first attempted to introduce it be received ? 
Would not all their brethren immediately cry out 
upon the innovation, and demand, 'By what au- 
thority do you presume to perform this new^ this 
unheard oJ\ and strange ceremony of baptizing 
an i»/&«f;^'— -Suppose them to have urged, in 

.serves, that, ''though infant communion might be practised in some 
cfaiirchei, it never Iras ad univenal practice ; neither is it asserted bjr 
ancient writers to he derived from the apostles, as infant baptiam 
was." (Sermons on Inf. Bap. p. 73.) 

•This contradicts the assertion, whicji has been so often repeated, ' 
that infant baptism is a " rtlick'^of ptpery,^^ The same is contradict- 
ed- bj the fact, that the Syrian Christians^ who have had &0 conne^^on' 
with the Pope, kav4 tUways fracHnd infant bapdm* 
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support of their practice^ the same scripfut^ 
with us ; would it not presently have been replied 
upon them with unanswerable strength~^^ Did 
not die apostles and first preachers of Ghristianitjr 
understand the true sense and force of these scrip- 
tures ? Yet we aU perfectly know, and you can- 
not but own, that not one of them ever baptized 
an infant* Look into all the churches througii* 
out the whole earth, and you will find that th^ 
never z&a^ such a thing knownr, or heard of before 
amongst Christians/— What, under these ciiv 
cumstances, could the jirst haptizers of infants 
possibly reply ? Could they pretend that it was- - 
an apostplick injunction and practice ? Every 
Christian then living could have stepped fbrth^ 
9nd borne witness to xk^ falsehood oi such ait 
account. Could they hope to establish this m- 
vention of their own, and was it actually establish- 
ed^ in direct opposkion toapostolick authority ?«^r* 
Impossible to imagine I— Whstt then,; I ask s^atn* 
(if all the ehurehes in the world were constituted 
by the apostles upon a directly opposite plan^) 
what could the fr^st baptizers of mfents urge in 
favour of their practice ? Or, how was it possi- 
ble it should be received^ yea, />r«;ot7, yea, so wwi- 
versalfy prevail, that the very learned tod acute^ 
Pe L AG lus, about three hundred years after, nev- 
er heard of a church, amongst either Catholicks 
or hereticks, who did not administer baptism to 
infants f^Could we suppose a few persons of so 
odd a turn of mind, as to run- into this quite nov- 
el and unheard of practice ; can it be imagined 
that whole churches would be led blindly away 
after them ? Or, if whole churches might be 
thus seduced, could whole nations be so too f 
Yea, if whole nations mighty can it enter into the 
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heart of any reasonable being, ihsitaBtke nations of 
#&r Christum world shcnild, in theeonrse of a fe\r 
jearst fall in universalljr ymAt tlm antuapostolick 
zai rwW'inveMed ceremony of religion, aftd apos* 
tatize. from the primitive and pure doetrine of 
Christ ?-^—*The extravagance of the supposilion 
is greatly increased, by remembering that the 
elwrch was early divided into a number of sects^ 
who were severe and watdiful spies upon each 
otlufr's conduct. If any of them had innovated 
in the matter of baptising infants, how loudly 
would the r^ist ha^e exclaimed upon the mnova^ 
tioii ! But, it se^nxs, so far were they froiti; thisy 
that, laying aside tbeir^jK-ejadices aiid animosi* 
ties, they ail surprizingly agree^ in tlic afiair of 
infant biaptism, to depart from the apostolick 
practice; and, by an unaoc6uhtable coafederacyr 
connive at one another in this dangerous supersti^ 
tioa ! Strange, beyond att belief ! that, amidst 
their mutual accusations^ reproaches, and com* 
pjaints, we meet not, in all antiquity, with one 
»ppn this head T^* I could more easily account 
^unaccountable as the suppositiofi may be) for tbc 
intfoduction*and universal ^read of infant bap* 
iism in tivo or three centuries^ than I could for 
Its* introduction, wkliout disputes and controver- 
sies, among Christians* " No body or bodies of 
miQn ever changed either their political or religious 
sentiments all at on^, without warm and lengthy 
disputes* And if infant baptism had been an in<» 
novartion — a corruption of one of the peculiar 
ordinances of the gospel~-it would not have been 
introdciced in the eariy days of Christianity, 
without commotioiis^ controversies^ and diy isions* 

* To woooi^ on Inf. Bap» pp» 40^-43* 



142 

« 

But, strange to tell! the pen of history has fiOl 
transmitted to us the least intimation of any cchi. 
troversy about it ; though it has recoi?ded a dis- 
pute of far less consequence— -respectiag the 
proper time of baptizing infants !*'* . 

Add to this, that cataloguers of all the sects of 
professing Christians in the four first centuries 
(the very period when infant bapjism must have 
been introduced, if it were not of divine original) 
were early written, and are still extant* f "Ift 
these several catalogues, the differences of opiii» 
ion which obtained in those primitive times, re* 
specting baptism, are particularly recounted^ and 
minutely designated. Some sects^iife mentioned^ 
who made no use of water baptism; and the 
different forms and ways in which baptism was 
administered by different sects, are distinctly de* 
scribed. Yet there is not the least intimation 
of any, except those who denied water baptism 
altogether, who did not consider infant baptism 
a divine institution,"^ 

The argument, therefore is reduced to this ;— * 
if infant baptism is an innovation^ it confessedly 
entered the church very soon after* the canon of 
scripture closed ; and, in a few years mdrej 
" without a single precept to warrant, or a singte 
example to encourage it, yea, with the well known 
practice of . the apostles^ and of all the churches 
they ever planted, directly, opefily, palpably 
agaimt it; under all these disadvantages, it so 
universally prevailed, that, upon the fece of the 
whole earth, there was not a church found, where 

*Df. Emmons^ Serm. on Bap. p. 37. 
t The authors were iRsiriB^s, Epiphaitivs^ FmLASTAluff^ At* 
war, and Theoboret. See Wali*** Hist of Inf. Bap. P. i* chap. XM» 
$Dr. WoBCfi»TE»*s XtettWB^ pp. 121, \^ 
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it was not performed !'' Yea, more ; it entered 
the church, it prevailed, it befame universal^ 
without a whisper of cjqioshion,* without a word 
of dtapiite^ all parties confederating to connive 
at the errour, to btat-'eifcry trace of it from the 
page of history, and never to otter a jsin^le Word, 
from which it could be discovered that they l:ia4 
departed from gospel rules ! — "To him whg be- 
lieves tbisi what can he incredAle /" 

Is it not morally certain, t^iat infant baptism 
was not nn innovation in the church, but was 
sanctioned by the practice of the apostles them- 
selves? On this ground^ and this only, •*all sa- 
<jrcd and profene history, relating to the subject, 
will appear plain and consistent, from Abraham 
i:o Chrii^, and from Christ to this day.'^ 



CONCLUSION. 

The Author wishes, in conclusion, to express 
liis gratitude, that, amidst a multitude of paro- 
chial and domestick avocations, he has been ena- 
bled to bring this little Treatise to a close. He 
cordially commits it to the candour of the pub- 
lick^ and the ble^ing of Almighty God. It has 
not been his intention to e:^citea party spirit, but 
to defend, according to his real understanding of 
it^ an institution of the gospel. On a review of 
his labours, he feels an increasing confidence in 
the conclusions he has endeavoured to establish, 
that Immersion is not essential to BaP'* 

' * This assertion i% taade with ft perfect tecollection of the whole 
te^iimony ef TEittVLLiAA'. He did not consider infant baptism un- 
atithorized, unlawfulf or in many cases unimportant. He advised 
fo delay it on the ^und ot tffftiaency^ and ia view of reasons whic^ 
T^QuId discredit any c&usci . 
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tisH^ and diat the ChixjDksin or %z^itf^ 

ING, COV£NAKTING PaREKTS ARE PROPEl 
JBtJBJECTS OF THIS ORDINANC^. With thoSC 

i¥ho honestly believe otherwise, he iiasiiodispo- 
isition to contend* Many-trf (Bcm, with whom 
lie has the Jitf{^&1iess to be acqtiaiHted, he it'- 
^spec^ and loves. With ,many of them he hopes 
to dwell foisever in a brighter world* 

Let those who penise the preo^eding pages re- 
member, that neither circumcision hot iincir- 
oumcision, i^ither baptism, iior any other out- 
ward form,.can, of itselj\ avail any thing* Wt, 
mmt beeome new creatures. ' We must eicperi* 
cnce the iaptism of the Holy Ghost. We must 
be born again— »-bom of the Spirit—or .wc ctin 
never see trie kingdom of G^d. 
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' HAVING been solicited by a number of 
friend^ to take some notice, in this Edition of my 
work, of the late Mr. Robinson's History of 
Baptism, I have concluded to present what I have 
to oflEbr on this subject, in the form of an Appen- 
dix.— -I have perused Mn Robinson's History 
with some profit as well as pleasure. I consider 
it not altogether destitute of merit, though his 
rooted prepossessions in favour, not merely of the 
Baptist peculiarities, but a very lax theology, are 
apparent in almost every line. The publick will 
not expect me to eulogize this work ; and some 
of the principal exceptions I have taken against 
it, will be briefly expressed in the following 
particulars. 

1. It does not seeni, in different parts of it, to 
be eonsistmtt with itself^-^On one page we are 
told, that "the Mishna, written about the middle 
of the* second century, says nothing on the sub* 
jecf^ of Proselyte baptism. (P. 45.) Oil another, 
"that *' the writers of the Mishna affirm that the 
Jews baptized their Proselytes.'*'* (P. 304.) On 
one page we are told, that the baptism of Prose- 
lytes "came to light throogh the later rabbles, 
in HxQ eleventh , or twelfth century J*'* (P. 45.) 
On another, it is admitted to be ** highly proba- 
ble, that in the ^iw^ o/*Origen, the Jews did 
initiate hy dipping in water." (P. 305.) On one 
page we are told *♦ tliat baptism was universalis/ 
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performed by immersion, forthe first 1300 years.'* 
(P. 137.) wa another, that ^^ sprinkRng was^^ 
practised " in Africa in the third eenturi/.^^ (P^ 
402.) 'On one page we are told, that ** the Lu- 
theran reformers continued'* to practise immer^ 
sion. (P. 393.)* On another, we are. presented 
with their "established rkuals,'* which ordain 
that baptism shall be administered by pouring.^ 
(P. 483.) In various places, in the former part 
of the work, we are told of the aversion <tf the 
common people to the baptism of infants. " The 
reluctant laity 'Were forced to yield to it.^^ (P* 
229.) Presently we are informed, that " the 
lower sort of the people, in all Christian countries^ 
since the establishment of infant baptism, have 
always discovered a violent attachment to iiJ'^ 
(P. 429.) In the first chapter of this work, the 
baptism of John is considered as belonging to the 
new dispensation— as being Christian baptism* 
Yet we are afterwards taught that Christ instita- 
td his baptism, subsequent to his resurrection* 
(Chap. Vfu) Mr. R. represents the baptism of 
Christ to be that act, by which he regujarly " en- 
tered on his publick ministry.'* (P. 33.) Yet ia 
this act he set his disciples an example, that th^ 
should •* follow his steps." (P. 58.) 

2. In the work under consideration, there are 
many evident perversionsy not to say contradict 
tionsj of the sacred volume. Two or three in» 
stances will be noticed. The Evangelist affirms, 
that '^ Jerusalem, and all Judea, and all the region 
round about Jordan, went out** to John^ " and 
were baptizedJ^ (Matth. iii. 5, 6.) No, say& 
Mr. R. there wercbutfew baptized ; die multitude 
went out "only as J5/&<?rta*<?r5." (P,32.) Theapos- 
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tie Paiil observes that " divers baptisms" were 
enjdned and practised under-the Jewish economy, 
(Heb. ix. 10.) Mr. R. observes, on the contrary, 
that " there never was such a rite as Jewish bap- 
tianj/V (P. 46.) We are assured by Mark, that 
*:* the Pharisees and all the Jews, when they come 
from the market, except they vmsh^ eat not." 
{viii. 3.) But Mr. R. quotes and approves the 
sentiment, that " the Jews did not wash themselves 
or their hands when they came from the marfcet, 
' but merely the herbs and other things which they 
had bought." ^P. 4a) 

3. In the work before us, the learned reader 
will discover many historical inaccuracies. For 
instance, the author very confidently assures us, 
that ^*the primitive Christians baptized ^flit^rf." 
(P. 94.) The apostlesj and their immediate suc- 
cfrssors, were " the primitive *Christians.^^ If 
these baptized by immersion, and immersed na- 
iedj we presume the Christian world has been 
^^tly deceived. Mr. R. also asserts, that "the 
Syrian Christians always administer baptism by 
immersionJ*^ ^P* 18.) This is not according to 
thei:estimony of those who have actually visited 
them. ^' It is an imposing idea," said the Me- 
tropolitan of the Syrian church to Dr. Buchan* 
AN, *• to wash the body with water to begin a 
^ew life. Are those who practise in this way 
baptized, again, every time they relapse into 

sin ?"* When Austin visited England^i in 

the fourth century, he endeavoured to reform, the 

nativcs^in a number of pai;ticulars. Especially he 

wished them to conform to the church of Rome, 

*in rei^pect to the time and manner of baptizing 

^BvcHAiTAv^s Besearches, p. IB. 
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cneir infants.* From this simple fkct, Mr. R. 
takes occasion to represent, that Austin intro- 
duced the baptism of infants, de novo, mVa 
Britain. (P. 127.) 

4. In the history of Mr. R. some of the car- 
dinal doctrines of revelation are denouoced and 
- ridiculed ; j!nd often in a strain of l^pguage which 
ill accords with the dignity of sacred subjects. 
It is sarcastically remarked, that with the ancient 
Trinitarians, " the belief of me Lord wsls thtpro^ 
fession of three in one.'' (P. 227.) The Africaa 
clergy in the days of Cyprian, who are known to 
have been perfectly orthodox in their views of 
the person and character of Christ, are tauntingly 
represented, as having *' brought out for a Jem 
a sort of Egyptian mummy, spiced with sillisaws, 
which they agree^d to call eloquence, and hung all 
over with awkward hieroglyphicks of the east.'* 
(P. 185.) If it is difficult perfectly to understand 
this sentence, it is not difficult to discover in UT 
a sneer at the doctrine of our Saviour's Deity. 
I appear to a religious publick, whether such 
language, on such a subject, is not highly improp.- 
cr and even impious. In various parts of his 
work, Mr. R. denounces and ridicules the doc- 
trine of original -sin. He prohibits to churches 
any ^^fundamental articles'' of faith; (p. 506.). 
and insists that ** the right of every Christian tir 
teach and baptize others^ is perfectly in unison , 
with the whole spirit of Christianity.'' (P. 55.) 
In a strain of awful irony, he represents bastards 
as " eminently children of God," and affirms that 
" if others were dedicated and baptized, these 
ought to have had the Lord's supper administer 
to them^" (P. 194.) ^ . . 

f WALL'i9 Bkt Id. Bap. B^ ii. chap. 4 
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But, Sth— The most exceptionable and offen- 
sive part of this ^ work is the author's virulent 
and abusive treatment of the ancient fathers, and 
some of the modern Reformers of the Christian 
chufch. "Ire n jsus, to give himself consequence^ 
pretended to have been a disciple of Polycarp, 
who pretended to have beeaa disciple of John.** 

. (P. 213.) " Cyprian was an ignorant fanatick, 
and as great a tyrant as ever existed. The cor- 
respondence between him and Cornelius, bish- 
op of Rome, is a sjrstem of the most atrocious 
tyranny ; and it is astonishing, if government had 
any knowledge of their practices, that oatience 
deferred their martyrdom so long.'* (rp. 179, 
1 90. ) **Origek was one of the most' mischiev- 
ous men, that ever set foot in the Christiaa church; 
and fais pretended learning was a publick misfor- 
tune." (P. 339.) The church order of Cyni., 
bishop of Jerusalem, was "a system of fraud 
and violence.*^ The church under his care 
•^^ filled the holy city with every thing except 
morality ; for idolatry, adultery, theft, assassiria- 
^on, and every kind of iniquity, were openly 
practised there.'* (P. 220.) , . 

"EpiPHANiirs wrote slander in folio.** (P. 
167.) "The little credit due to the history of 
EirsEB JUS,* is due <wly to such parts as are attest- 
^byothers more credible than himself.** {P. 209.) 
Indeed, tsays Mr. R. all " the Fathers are miser- 
able evidences of the tnith of facts, as well as in- 
competent judges of righti** (P. 208.) But 

. none of die patriarchs of the Christian church 
are treated so unmercifully under the hands of 
dOur historian as the great Austin. This person, 

, we are iuformed, ^' took up the ministry as a 

13* 
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trade ;*' was metamorphosed into a bishop ;^' and 
was " oever backward to sound his own fame," 
He " was a crafty, irritated man ;*' who .was " too 
insignificant to obtain distinction m the state,'' 
and whose ^^ name l^s sunk below contempt in 
isyery free country." **He became a merciless 
tyrant ;" who "form^ cabals, named councils, 
and placed virtue in cursing and killing good 
men.'' He " truckled to the bishop of Rome, 
only for the sake of playing Jupiter in Africa*" 
He ** was the scourge of «ll good men within his 
reach, whose confiscations, banishments, and 
death, together with the. ruin of their families,. 
lay at his door." ** Barbarous A.usTCJsri If a man 
were-driven to the necessity of choosing c«ie saint 
of two 'iUHididates, it would not be Austin, it 
would be Saint Balaam, the son of Bosor ! " " Who 
cauxhc. grieved to see the Vandals come forward, 
and subvert all the labours of Au^tik's life?*' 
(Pp. 127, 195, 206.)— This is that distinguish- 
ed and excellent Christian, whose name has de- 
scended to modern times, , as " the great •jljJ" 
minary" of the age in which he U^ed. A^^ 
those, whose names are given above, are the 
men, generally, to w4iom the apostles transmitted 
ihe ^c<m€«?aa "of the church. They were ^*.meft 
of approved fidelity andgrasdtyj -stood the fierf 
trial; of some of the severest persecutions ever 
known ; testified their love tp the Lprd Jesus ia 
' the most striking manner^'* and, in most in^ 
stances, ^seakd their testimony with their blood* 
Their crime was, they adored the Trinity; be- 
lieved what are now termed the doctrines of 
:grace ; and inculcated and practised infant bap- 
tisnu This was sufficient to subject them to tbe ^ 
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lasb of Mr. Robinson, and to that abusive treat- 
ment which we have above described. Nor is 
this historian any respecter of persons. For a simif- 
lar offence, he has inflicted oh mere modern Chris*- ^ 
tians a similar castigation. The council of Gironoy / 
which had the misfortune to ordain, among other 
things, the baptism of infents, is described as con- 
sisting of ** a low, illiterate, mongrel sort of Afri- 
can, Jewish Christians." (P. 252. )< Pray^ what 
soft of Christians are these ?. — John Knox was 
-filled with Calvinistical fury/* The people of 
Scotland, **^ inspired with fury by him, raised a 
civil war,'' and committed ^l ^orts.of outrages 
in the name of the Lord.'* (Pp. 388, 389.) The 
Seminaries of Zurich and* Geneva, under the in* 
^ctionof the great reformers Zuii^GLius and' 
Calvik, are styled " barbarous schools,** out of 
which the good English reforniers received the 
^trines d£ sprinkling and blood-shedcHngJbr the 
faith. (P.391.> 

My feelijngs,,in view of this part of our history, 
I dare not attempt to express* I will only re- . 
mark, that had it not been for these reformers, 
Mr. R^ might have lived and died, immured: in 
the darkness and delusion of Po^ry. 

It is hoped the admirers of this author will 
not be, in all respects, his imitators. And it is 
justly matter of rejoicing that we live in a= period 
when the ancient asperity of religious controver- 
sy is as unpopular as it is unbecoming* 
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